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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. TAUSCHER). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 10, 2008. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ELLEN O. 
TAUSCHER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

Major Matthew P. Franke, Chaplain, 
United States Air Force, offered the 
following prayer: 

Lord God, Your word reminds each of 
us not to think of ourselves more high-
ly than we ought because, 

‘‘We each have different gifts, accord-
ing to the grace given us. If a man’s 
gift is . . . service, let him serve; if 
teaching, let him teach; if encouraging, 
let him encourage; if it is contributing 
to the needs of others, let him give 
generously; if it is leadership, let him 
govern diligently.’’ 

Lord, You have graced those who 
step foot in this Chamber today with 
leadership and the ability to govern. 
Enable them to ‘‘govern diligently.’’ 

Help each of us not to think of our-
selves more highly than we ought. In-
stead, grant us the perspective to see 
our unique talents and abilities as 
Your unique gifts, given to serve those 
around us. 

Bless our Nation and our service this 
day. 

I ask this in the name of my Lord, 
Jesus Christ. 

Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
SOLIS) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. SOLIS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

WELCOMING MAJOR MATTHEW P. 
FRANKE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. INGLIS) is recognized for 1 
minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. 

Madam Speaker, it is my privilege to 
recognize and welcome Major Matthew 
P. Franke as a chaplain who serves God 
and country with devotion, dedication, 
and honor. 

Among his stations over his 14-year 
military career, he provided pastoral 
ministry and counseling across Iraq 
and Kuwait to more than 600 members 
of the Air Force serving with Army and 
Marine units in support of Operation 
Iraqi Freedom at Balad, Iraq. 

He currently works in our office, the 
Fourth Congressional District of South 
Carolina, where he serves with distinc-
tion as a legislative liaison fellow, and 
we are privileged to have gotten to 
know him over the course of this year. 

His family continues to live in Wyo-
ming. He and his wife Martha have 
three sons, Micah, Joshua, and Jacob, 

and a particularly beautiful daughter, 
Rachel. 

We very much appreciate his service 
in the Fourth Congressional District of 
South Carolina. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 10 further 1- 
minute speeches on each side of the 
aisle. 

f 

GREEN JOBS AND ECONOMIC 
GROWTH 

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. SOLIS. Madam Speaker, there 
are many signs that our Nation’s econ-
omy is struggling. However, the renew-
able energy and energy-efficiency sec-
tors, you need to know, are booming. 
In 2006, the renewable energy and en-
ergy-efficiency sector generated 8.5 
million jobs, nearly $1 trillion of rev-
enue in the United States. 

Jobs in these sectors are good pay-
ing, high-quality jobs that will stay in 
the United States. The Green Collar 
Jobs Act which was passed and signed 
into law by President Bush in 2007 will 
help train 10 million new workers. 

Through this program, we can help 
provide incentives to underserved com-
munities. In a time of economic tur-
moil marked by rising gasoline prices 
and even higher profits for oil compa-
nies, it is important that we support 
these sectors of our growing economy. 

I urge Members of Congress to please 
support the Green Jobs program and 
incentivize those individuals who are 
seeking reform and new investments in 
our economy. 
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ENERGY INDEPENDENCE ACT 

(Mr. SHUSTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SHUSTER. Madam Speaker, last 
week I traveled across my district to 
talk about energy and announce my 
legislation, H.R. 6421, the Energy Inde-
pendence Act. My district is fed up 
with what Congress has not done. It is 
time for us to do something when it 
comes to investing in domestic energy 
policy, and my legislation does just 
that. 

Number one, it opens the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf to drilling. Two, it cre-
ates a tax credit to develop coal-to-liq-
uid fuel technologies and projects. 
Three, it opens up ANWR and puts reg-
ulations and restrictions on it to make 
sure that ANWR is developed respon-
sibly. Four, it creates an alternative 
energy trust fund to pay for renewables 
and alternative energies. And five, it 
streamlines the licensing process to 
allow for new nuclear power plants in 
our country. 

Drilling alone will not earn us energy 
independence, but it is a critical step 
that we must do coupled with invest-
ment in alternative and renewable en-
ergies. Let’s join together to begin to 
solve the energy problem in this coun-
try. Americans demand it; but more 
importantly, they deserve it. 

f 

BUSH ECONOMY 

(Mrs. MALONEY of New York asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, the President can no longer 
deny that the labor market is in reces-
sion. June was the sixth straight 
month of job losses, and this year the 
economy has lost over half a million 
jobs in the private sector. We have 8.5 
million unemployed Americans, more 
than at any other time since 2003. 

High prices for gasoline and food are 
squeezing workers’ pay. Real wages 
were lower in June than they have 
been since September 2006. The recov-
ery rebates have been boosting con-
sumption, and millions will benefit 
from the extension of unemployment 
benefits signed into law last week. 

Clearly, we must stem the tide of ris-
ing job losses. We need a second stim-
ulus package of infrastructure develop-
ment and fiscal relief for our States. 

f 

SUPPORTING COLOMBIA’S 
MILITARY FORCES 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, last week three Amer-
icans, along with a dozen Colombian 
hostages held by FARC terrorists, were 
rescued by an elite team of Colombian 
soldiers. Included in the hostages was 
Ingrid Betancourt, a former candidate 

for president of Colombia; and three 
U.S. contractors, Keith Stansel, Marc 
Gonsalves, and Thomas Howes. 

President Alvaro Uribe, Ambassador 
Carolina Barco, and the Colombia mili-
tary are to be commended for this ex-
traordinary and well-planned rescue. 

I am grateful for the incredible effort 
the Colombian government has made 
to strike back at the FARC terrorist 
rebels and to bring greater stability 
and security to their country. 

I have visited Colombia, two of my 
sons were exchange students in Cali, 
and I know firsthand the hard work 
necessary to curb the drug trade, ter-
rorist activity, and build Colombia’s 
economy. America has been working to 
build a stronger strategic partnership 
with the people of Colombia for eco-
nomic prosperity, led by U.S. Ambas-
sador William Brownfield. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th. 

f 

CONGRATULATING TOM POWERS 

(Mr. BRALEY of Iowa asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate my 
friend, Tom Powers, on his retirement 
as lieutenant with the Waterloo Fire 
Department. Tom will be retiring after 
28 years of service to the city of Water-
loo. 

Tom became a Waterloo fire rescue 
firefighter on November 5, 1979, after 
serving honorably in the United States 
Navy, specializing in hydraulic systems 
on fighter aircraft. Tom was promoted 
to lieutenant with the Waterloo Fire 
Department on April 3, 1989. He was a 
certified EMT and hazmat team mem-
ber, and received the Mayor’s Volun-
teer Award. He was also selected as the 
department’s Firefighter of the Year in 
1986. 

Our firefighters represent the very 
best of our communities, and Tom is no 
exception. He has worked tirelessly for 
the safety of our residents, and we 
honor his bravery here today. Due to 
his unwavering dedication, he has 
served, he has helped, he has saved, and 
he has protected. 

I am proud to represent Tom and the 
city of Waterloo in Congress, and I 
wish him the best in all of his future 
endeavors, and ask you to join me 
today in honoring one of our hometown 
heroes. 

f 

NUCLEAR POWER IS NEEDED 

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, ac-
cording to the Energy Information 
Agency, the United States electricity 
demand is projected to increase up to 
40 percent by the year 2030, and other 
countries are projecting similar in-
creases. The rapid industrial develop-

ment of both China and India is al-
ready placing great pressure on global 
energy supplies. 

Nuclear energy can help meet this 
growing demand by providing a clean, 
abundant source of electricity. Other 
countries seem to understand the po-
tential benefits of nuclear power and 
have either commenced constructing, 
or have developed projections for new 
nuclear power plants. Countries like 
China, India, and Russia are already 
building new nuclear power plants. 
Even smaller countries like Vietnam 
and countries in the Middle East have 
begun exploring nuclear power as they 
too are facing demand shortages and 
they are feeling the pressures from the 
industrialized world to reduce CO2 
emissions. 

The time has come for all of us to re-
move regulatory impediments and 
allow nuclear energy to continue help-
ing this country to meet its growing 
energy demands. 

f 

GETTING BACK TO THE BASICS 

(Mr. KAGEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KAGEN. Madam Speaker, every-
where in Wisconsin and across the 
country, people are asking for help to 
reduce prices for their gasoline costs 
and their health care. Rural areas, like 
the district I represent in northeast 
Wisconsin, are affected most. 

We need to work hard here in Con-
gress to provide meaningful solutions 
to these problems. And our first step 
must be to solve our health care crisis 
by ending discrimination in health in-
surance everywhere; by saying if you 
are a citizen you are in; and if it is in 
your body, it should be covered; and by 
leveraging down insurance costs and 
creating the largest risk pool possible, 
and creating an open and transparent 
medical marketplace. 

We must also design for the first 
time in this administration a meaning-
ful national energy policy which in-
cludes three things: drilling for new oil 
across America with every single ounce 
of our oil sold only to U.S. citizens; in-
vesting in every source of renewable 
energy possible; and by preventing ma-
nipulation in the marketplace. 

These efforts will get us back to the 
basics of becoming energy independent 
and a healthy Nation once again. 

f 

ENERGY AND AMERICAN 
AGRICULTURE 

(Mr. LATTA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. LATTA. Madam Speaker, I have 
the honor of representing the number 
one agricultural district in Ohio. Dur-
ing the recess, I visited three family 
farms to find out what issues are on 
farmers’ minds. After speaking with 
these farmers, they unanimously 
agreed that the rising cost of energy is 
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the number one issue facing American 
agriculture. 

Diesel and fertilizer are just two of 
the petroleum-based products a farmer 
uses each day. And as the costs of these 
products rise, their livelihoods con-
tinue to be jeopardized. 

One beef farmer told me as of right 
now, he is preparing to lose money on 
his cattle when they go to slaughter 
later this year because of the rising 
cost of oil. He added that he wasn’t 
even sure he would even have a herd 
next year. All of the farmers agreed 
that two ways to lower energy prices 
and reduce our dependence on Middle 
East oil would be to drill in ANWR and 
also off the Outer Continental Shelf. 

Unless something is done soon, more 
and more farmers will be forced to 
make the hard choice of whether or not 
to continue their livelihood of feeding 
Americans and the rest of the world. 

f 

HONORING JEROME KOHLBERG, 
JR. 

(Ms. HOOLEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. HOOLEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to honor a great American. Jerome 
Kohlberg, Jr., was born on July 10, 1925. 
Although he is from New York, his 
mother was born in Portland, Oregon, 
and Jerome Kohlberg has always main-
tained close ties to my State. 

Few Americans have been as success-
ful as Jerome Kohlberg, Jr. As a found-
er of Kohlberg, Kravis & Roberts, one 
of the world’s largest private equity 
firms, Jerome Kohlberg has been one of 
this Nation’s preeminent financiers for 
more than four decades. 

After service as a lieutenant in the 
U.S. Navy, Jerome Kohlberg earned 
three college degrees under the origi-
nal GI bill. This past year, Jerome 
Kohlberg became deeply involved in 
the fight for a new GI bill for this gen-
eration of veterans. He established the 
Fund For Veterans’ Education, a pro-
gram to provide college funding for re-
turning veterans from all 50 States. His 
idea—and with the recent passage of 
the new GI bill, it proved to be a bril-
liant idea—was to establish a model for 
what could be done for today’s vet-
erans. 

He is a role model for all citizens 
young and old. I am pleased and proud 
to note the accomplishment of this 
great American, Jerome Kohlberg, Jr. 

f 

b 1015 

HEROES’ HOMECOMING ACT 

(Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, yesterday I intro-
duced H.R. 6446, the Heroes’ Home-
coming Act, which requires U.S. car-
riers to do what Congress has asked 
them to do twice: offer the lowest 

available airfare for active duty mili-
tary trying to return home to their 
loved ones. 

Sometimes active duty servicemem-
bers don’t have the luxury of knowing 
far in advance of when they will be able 
to leave, oftentimes having less than 
24-hours’ notice. And purchasing an 
airline ticket to get home can cost a 
family a fortune. Our troops deserve 
better, and Congress has twice asked 
airlines to give more flexibility for 
lower airfares for active servicemen 
and women. I have heard this over and 
over from soldiers that the airlines are 
not doing this. 

When airlines have come to Congress 
asking for help with massive bailouts, 
we helped. Now it’s time for airlines to 
help our most deserving brave men and 
women who protect our Nation and our 
Nation’s skies. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting our troops and our families 
by cosponsoring the Heroes’ Home-
coming Act and help our soldiers get 
better fares when they’re returning 
home. 

f 

THE ROLE IMMIGRANTS HAVE 
SERVED IN SERVING OUR 
ARMED FORCES 

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, immi-
grants have served in our Armed 
Forces with courage and dignity since 
the Revolutionary War. Even today, 
they continue to defend our country’s 
freedom. They’ve even earned the Con-
gressional Medal of Honor, the Nation’s 
highest military decoration. For exam-
ple, Alfred Rascon, an undocumented 
immigrant during his service in the 
Vietnam War received the Medal of 
Honor for his courage and dedication to 
America. 

Immigrants have also reached the 
highest ranks in the U.S. military. 
General John Shalikashvili, an immi-
grant from Poland who came to the 
United States after World War II, was a 
former chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff. 

From 2002 to 2005, over 15,000 immi-
grants have served in our armed serv-
ices and later completed their natu-
ralization process. There are thousands 
of other success stories that we should 
honor. We cannot ignore these positive 
contributions and the unique and valu-
able functions that immigrants per-
form. 

I urge my colleagues to support a 
comprehensive immigration reform on 
behalf of those servicemen and women 
and their families. 

f 

CONGRESS NEEDS TO PUT ALL 
ENERGY OPTIONS ON THE TABLE 

(Mr. WALBERG asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, this 
past weekend I met a single mother in 

my South Central Michigan district 
who drives an hour each way to the 
hospital where she works. Because of 
high gas prices, this woman recently 
requested and received permission to 
begin working back-to-back 8-hour 
shifts 2 days per week so she doesn’t 
have to make the hour-long commute 
each day. Unfortunately, situations 
like these are becoming more and more 
common as gas prices continue to rise 
and congressional leadership continues 
to resist action. 

High gas prices demand action from 
Congress, and we need to put all energy 
options on the table. We need more 
production of American energy, more 
energy from alternative fuel sources, 
and increases in innovative solutions 
like coal-to-liquids technology. Just as 
with the Manhattan Project or the race 
to the Moon, breaking our dependence 
on foreign oil should be a national pri-
ority. Unfortunately, House leadership 
will not even let this House vote on an 
energy plan that increases American 
energy production. Important bills like 
the No More Executions Energy Act 
are ready to help American families. 
And my constituents, Madam Speaker, 
call for a vote on these bills now. 

f 

DEMOCRATS ARE URGING THE RE-
LEASE OF OIL FROM THE STRA-
TEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE TO 
LOWER GAS PRICES 
(Mr. CARNAHAN asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Madam Speaker, 
with record-high gas prices filling oil 
companies’ wallets with record profits 
and pinching the wallets of American 
consumers, why isn’t President Bush 
taking action to bring down prices at 
the pump now? 

Democrats in Congress are urging the 
President to release oil from the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve which will in-
crease the supply of oil in the market, 
send a strong message to speculators, 
and most importantly, reduce gas 
prices today. This administration has 
used the Petroleum Reserve in the 
past, as have the administrations of 
both President Clinton and President 
Bush I. The reserve is currently 97 per-
cent full, the highest level ever, with 
enough oil to meet our national secu-
rity needs and provide relief at the 
pump. 

So why, when Americans continue to 
feel the squeeze of devastatingly high 
gas prices, does the President not take 
action? Madam Speaker, President 
Bush continues to talk about new drill-
ing. But his own administration says it 
can’t be done for at least another dec-
ade. 

Let’s provide relief at the pump 
today by opening up America’s Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve. 

f 

GAS PRICES 
(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked 

and was given permission to address 
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the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. The 
price of gasoline has spiked up $2 since 
the Democrats took control of the Con-
gress in just January 2007. Americans 
want Democrats and Republicans to 
work together to find commonsense so-
lutions to the skyrocketing cost of gas-
oline. 

The United States must become en-
ergy self-sufficient. Oil, gas, coal, nu-
clear, solar, and wind, all of it. To 
bring down the price of gasoline, we 
must focus on increasing America’s en-
ergy supply. Congress needs to act now 
to increase exploration and boost 
America’s refinery capability. 

Americans are ready for action. They 
want an up-or-down vote on energy 
independence. A Democrat aide is 
quoted in The Hill newspaper as say-
ing, ‘‘Right now, our strategy on gas 
prices is drive small cars and wait for 
the wind.’’ 

If those are their only ideas, then, as 
the astronaut said when they were in 
orbit, Houston, we have a problem. 

f 

THIS CONGRESS HAS A RECORD 
TO BE PROUD OF IN SUP-
PORTING OUR TROOPS AND VET-
ERANS 

(Mr. ALTMIRE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, no-
body can dispute that this Congress has 
a record to be proud of in support of 
our troops and our Nation’s veterans. 
When we learned of the disgraceful 
treatment of our servicemen and 
women at Walter Reed, we took imme-
diate action to provide the funding and 
oversight necessary to hire more case 
workers and improve the setting and 
treatment for our brave wounded war-
riors. 

We acted quickly and decisively to 
provide the largest funding increase in 
the 78-year history of the VA, and we 
provided for increased screening and 
treatment of traumatic brain injury at 
every VA health care facility in this 
country. 

We modernized and increased the 
benefits for the GI bill, and we provided 
additional loans and capital for small 
business owners who serve our Nation 
through the Guard and Reserve. 

Madam Speaker, this Congress has a 
record to be proud of in supporting our 
troops and assisting our Nation’s vet-
erans. 

f 

CHILDHOOD OBESITY 

(Mr. KELLER of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. KELLER of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to discuss the se-
rious problem of childhood obesity. 
Two out of three adults in the United 
States are overweight. One out of three 
children are overweight. Childhood 
obesity rates have tripled since 1980. 

We’re now seeing children diagnosed 
with Type 2 diabetes, heart disease, 
and depression. 

I approach this subject with a great 
deal of optimism and hope as someone 
who has lost 100 pounds over the past 
year. I have seen firsthand the power of 
healthy habits. As parents, experts tell 
us that there are three healthy habits 
our children should follow every day. 
First, never skip breakfast; second, 
play outside 1 hour a day; third, eat 
five servings of fruits and vegetables 
every day. 

The good news is that no matter 
what has happened in the past, all of 
our kids can enjoy healthy and happy 
lives in the future. 

f 

FREE AMERICA’S OIL 

(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker, 
Americans all over the country want 
us to do something about gas prices, 
and every Member in this House wants 
us to do something about gas prices, 
too. The Republicans have one strat-
egy. It would bring relief at the pump 
about 20 years from now, a couple of 
pennies a gallon. That’s their ap-
proach. 

Democrats have a different approach. 
We want to free America’s oil. We can 
release oil from the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve. We now have 700 million 
barrels of oil in that. We don’t need 
them. We can drive the price down in 
the market. We can force the gas com-
panies, the energy companies, as we 
have tried to do already, to drill on the 
68 million acres worth of leases they al-
ready own to produce oil. 

Finally, we can open up the 23-mil-
lion-acre Alaskan National Petroleum 
Reserve area where there are proven oil 
reserves and where they are eligible for 
drilling right now. We have the tools at 
our disposal immediately to drive down 
gas prices. We ought to take advantage 
of them. 

Free America’s oil. 
f 

IRAQ URANIUM SHIPMENT NOW IN 
SAFE HANDS 

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, more 
good news out of Iraq. The AP recently 
reported that U.S. forces, in coopera-
tion with Iraqi authorities, have just 
completed a top secret operation that 
involved shipping 550 metric tons of 
uranium yellowcake out of Iraq from a 
cache discovered there. This stockpile 
of concentrated natural uranium, 
which is a seed material for higher- 
grade uranium enrichment, was 
shipped out of Iraq aboard U.S. cargo 
planes, then shipped across two oceans, 
finally arriving in Canada where it will 
be used by a Canadian firm for nuclear 
power. 

The operation was an important step 
in ridding Iraq of the last vestiges of 
Saddam Hussein’s one-time nuclear 
program, and it removed the uranium 
from the possibility of falling into the 
hands of insurgents or smugglers cross-
ing into Iran to sell it for use in pro-
ducing nuclear weapons. This issue cer-
tainly has not received much attention 
in the mainstream press, but it is im-
portant news the American people 
should know. 

f 

THE THREE E’S TO GAS RELIEF: 
EXPLORE, ELIMINATE, AND EN-
COURAGE ALTERNATIVES 

(Mr. PERLMUTTER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Good morning, 
Madam Speaker. And you know, I have 
been listening to the complaints by the 
Republicans about gas prices, but with 
two oil men in the White House, is it 
any wonder that oil per barrel has gone 
from $30 dollars to almost $150 driving 
gas prices through the roof? The ques-
tion is, what are we going to do about 
it? And I would say it’s the three E’s. 

The first ‘‘E’’ is explore and extract 
from the 68 million acres that are 
under lease today in the United States. 
That’s more oil than anything up in 
Alaska or in ANWR. So let’s explore 
and extract. 

The second ‘‘E’’ is to eliminate the 
gouging and the speculating and the 
hoarding that’s going on in the mar-
ketplace. 

And the third ‘‘E,’’ the most impor-
tant ‘‘E,’’ is encourage alternatives and 
efficiency. We cannot be hooked to one 
commodity forever. We’ve learned our 
lesson. It’s time to pursue alternatives. 
So this democratic Congress is doing 
just that, those three E’s: exploring, 
eliminating, and encouraging alter-
natives. 

f 

OPEN UP AMERICAN SOURCES OF 
OIL SUPPLY 

(Mrs. BACHMANN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Madam Speaker, 
we hear a lot about energy. I know I do 
as well. And the one thing that we 
know is that we’re at a refreshing 
point of clarity in the energy debate. 
The reason for that is because the 
Democrat response has now become 
very clear. 

A leadership aide said this week that 
the Democrat plan is to have the 
American people drive small cars and 
wait for the wind. That is one plan. If 
the Democrats want the American peo-
ple to drive less and pay more, that’s 
one plan. 

Another plan that the Republicans 
have been pushing is to make sure that 
we open up Americans sources of sup-
ply. Our goal is to see the American 
people paying $2 a gallon or less. It’s 
entirely possible. Congress created this 
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problem, Congress can solve this prob-
lem. Open up American sources of sup-
ply and fast-track the permitting proc-
ess, take away the artificial timelines; 
we can begin drilling immediately, 
which is what the American people are 
demanding, and we can get gasoline 
prices back down to $2 a gallon or less 
and get the economy moving. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1286, WASHINGTON-RO-
CHAMBEAU REVOLUTIONARY 
ROUTE NATIONAL HISTORIC 
TRAIL DESIGNATION ACT 

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 1317 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1317 

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1286) to amend 
the National Trails System Act to designate 
the Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary 
Route National Historic Trail. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived except those arising 
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider 
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Natural Re-
sources now printed in the bill modified by 
the amendment printed in part A of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. That amendment in 
the nature of a substitute shall be considered 
as read. All points of order against that 
amendment in the nature of a substitute are 
waived except those arising under clause 10 
of rule XXI. Notwithstanding clause 11 of 
rule XVIII, no amendment to that amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be in 
order except those printed in part B of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. Each such 
amendment may be offered only in the order 
printed in the report, may be offered only by 
a Member designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. All points of order 
against such amendments are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill 
for amendment, the Committee shall rise 
and report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted. Any 
Member may demand a separate vote in the 
House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
made in order as original text. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 

one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R.1286 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

b 1030 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS). All time yielded during the 
consideration of the rule is for debate 
only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Resolution 1317. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, House Resolution 
1317 provides for consideration of H.R. 
1286, the Washington-Rochambeau Rev-
olutionary Route National Historic 
Trail Designation Act, under a struc-
tured rule. 

The rule provides 1 hour of general 
debate equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

The rule makes in order two germane 
Republican amendments that were sub-
mitted for consideration and are print-
ed in the Rules Committee report. 

The rule also provides for the adop-
tion of a germane Rules Committee 
amendment printed in part A of the 
Rules Committee report to clarify that 
the bill does not in any way limit ac-
cess for hunting, fishing, trapping, or 
recreational shooting along the trail. 

The rule waives all points of order 
against consideration of the bill, ex-
cept for clauses 9 and 10 of rule XXI. 

And, finally, the rule provides for one 
motion to recommit, with or without 
instructions. 

Madam Speaker, the bill before us 
today, H.R. 1286, amends the National 
Trails System Act to designate the 
Washington-Rochambeau Revolu-
tionary Route National Historic Trail. 

The trail extends approximately 600 
miles, spanning nine States and the 
District of Columbia, tracing the 
routes taken by the armies under the 
command of General George Wash-
ington and French Count Rochambeau 
on their march from Newport, Rhode 
Island, to face the British forces under 
General Cornwallis at Yorktown, Vir-
ginia. 

After meeting in Philipsburg, New 
York, the combined armies traveled 
through New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 

Delaware, Maryland, and the future 
District of Columbia before arriving in 
Virginia. 

With a French fleet blocking the 
Chesapeake, barring British reinforce-
ments from New York or a sea escape 
for Cornwallis’ troops, the combined 
Continental and French armies’ 3-week 
siege at Yorktown ended with General 
Cornwallis’ surrender to General Wash-
ington on October 19, 1781. 

Historians regard the Battle of York-
town as one of the most decisive events 
in bringing an end to the American 
Revolution and the beginning of a new 
and independent Nation known as 
America. 

H.R. 1286 is the carefully considered 
result of years of study by the National 
Park Service, which found that the 
trail is suitable and feasible for des-
ignation as a national historic trail. 

I would add that H.R. 1286 includes 
specific language protecting private 
property rights, prohibiting the Fed-
eral Government from acquiring any 
land or interest in land without the 
consent of the owner. 

In fact, the Park Service study found 
that ‘‘no Federal acquisition of lands 
or interests in lands is proposed or an-
ticipated.’’ 

H.R. 1286 also states that nothing 
shall prohibit or hinder the develop-
ment, conveyance, or transmission of 
energy along the trail. 

Finally, there is a Rules Committee 
amendment to the bill that would clar-
ify that Federal designation of the 
trail has no impact on State and local 
laws governing hunting, fishing, or 
trapping, or recreational shooting. 
This language is nearly identical to 
language that has already overwhelm-
ingly passed the House of Representa-
tives. 

I would like to commend Chairman 
RAHALL and Mr. HINCHEY for bringing 
this widely supported legislation to the 
floor today so we can ensure that 
America’s history is protected for fu-
ture generations. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank my 
good friend from California (Mr. 
CARDOZA) for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes, and I yield myself 
as much time as I may consume. 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, last week on July 4, 
our country celebrated its 232nd birth-
day, and this week the liberal majority 
in the House of Representatives marks 
the worst record in our country’s en-
tire history when it comes to allowing 
open debate, following the rules, treat-
ing each Member with respect, and act-
ing in an honest way. 

When control of the U.S. House 
changed a year ago last January, Dem-
ocrat leaders promised, they promised, 
Madam Speaker, the American people 
that they would run the most open and 
honest House in history. They’ve not 
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kept that promise. In fact, they’ve 
done the exact opposite of what they 
promised the American people. 

Democrats have passed, to date, 59 
closed rules, rules that prevent every 
single Representative from even being 
allowed to offer an amendment on the 
House floor. There are no amendments, 
Madam Speaker, allowed under a 
closed rule, as you know. That means 
open deliberation is nonexistent, and 
the bill is just forced through the 
House. 

These 59 closed rules are more than 
any Congress in the history of the 
United States, and every time we have 
a closed rule in the future, and we will, 
this liberal Congress will be setting a 
new record. 

The rule that the House is currently 
debating allows only two amendments 
to be offered by just two Members of 
the House. It closes off any oppor-
tunity for the other 433 Representa-
tives to come to the floor and offer an 
amendment to modify or improve this 
legislation. 

Even more egregious is the fact that 
the Rules Committee set a deadline of 
10 a.m. last Tuesday for Members to 
file amendments they may wish to 
offer on this bill. Yet, it wasn’t until 4 
hours later, 2 p.m. on Tuesday, that the 
actual bill and report were filed in the 
House. 

But this pales in comparison to the 
Rules Committee action regarding an 
amendment that Mr. BISHOP of Utah 
filed actually before the 10 a.m. Tues-
day deadline. 

Mr. BISHOP’s amendment was aimed 
at protecting the second amendment 
rights of Americans along the new 600- 
mile trail that this bill would create. 
Instead of allowing Mr. BISHOP to offer 
his amendment on the House floor, the 
Democrat Rules Committee took Mr. 
BISHOP’s amendment, altered it, then 
automatically added it to the bill with-
out ever, ever consulting Mr. BISHOP. 
This is not only an offense to Mr. 
BISHOP, it is a threat to every Member 
in the House. 

Because Democrat leaders refuse to 
allow open debate under an open rule 
on the House floor, Members have only 
one way to get an amendment looked 
at, and that is for them to offer and 
submit an amendment to the Rules 
Committee for advance review. 

But now, Madam Speaker, it appears 
that all Members must be aware that 
the Rules Committee may take, co-opt, 
edit or otherwise pilfer and steal their 
amendments and ideas. Sadly, Rep-
resentatives of this House may need to 
get a copyright on their amendments 
before submitting them to the Rules 
Committee. 

Now, Madam Speaker, to many 
across America this may seem like leg-
islative inside baseball or petty par-
liamentary quarrels. But what this is 
really about is that the Democrat lead-
ers are breaking their promise to the 
American people to run the most open 
and honest House in history. Instead, 
they are running the most closed and 
unfair House in our Nation’s history. 

Yet, Madam Speaker, these broken 
promises should not distract us from 
the even more pressing matter on 
which Democrat leaders have also bro-
ken their promise. It was on April 24, 
2006, that then-Minority Leader NANCY 
PELOSI issued a press release claiming 
that the House Democrats ‘‘have a 
commonsense plan to help bring down 
skyrocketing gas prices.’’ 

Two weeks later, in May 2006, NANCY 
PELOSI said that the Democrats have 
‘‘real solutions’’ that would ‘‘lower the 
price at the pump.’’ 

NANCY PELOSI has now been Speaker 
of the House for over 18 months, and 
this plan, this promised plan, is no-
where to be seen. Gas prices continue 
to set record highs, and this House has 
been and continues to be blocked from 
voting on legislation that would lower 
gas prices by producing more Amer-
ican-made energy. 

Today, instead of voting on legisla-
tion to lower gas prices, the House is 
debating the bill to create a new 600- 
mile long scenic trail recognizing the 
Revolutionary War. 

Speaker PELOSI and other liberal 
leaders who control this House may op-
pose drilling in Alaska or offshore, 
they may oppose more nuclear power, 
they may oppose hydropower dams, 
and they may oppose other ways of 
making more American-made energy— 
and holding these positions, of course, 
is their right as Members of this 
House—but they should not, Madam 
Speaker, have the right to block the 
House from even having a debate and a 
vote on this important issue. 

Record gas prices are hurting Ameri-
cans. It’s hurting families. It’s hurting 
seniors on fixed incomes. It’s hurting 
college students. It’s hurting small 
business owners and their enterprises. 
It’s hurting schools who have to figure 
out how and what services to reduce to 
afford gasoline for their school buses. 
Yet these liberal leaders of this House 
refuse to allow an open debate on ideas 
to lower gas prices. They continue to 
block votes on drilling for oil in Amer-
ica that will increase supply and lower 
prices at the pump. 

Madam Speaker, our Nation needs to 
invest in more nuclear power. We need 
to invest in more clean and renewable 
hydropower, as well as wind and solar 
energy, and we need to foster develop-
ment of biofuels, hydrogen fuel cell 
technology, and the invention of other 
potential clean energy products. 

Yet, Madam Speaker, we must recog-
nize the fact that gasoline and diesel 
cannot be replaced overnight. New 
technologies and energy sources take 
time, sometimes years or decades to 
fully develop. Our economy is depend-
ent on oil for Americans to get to 
work, for food to go from the farmer’s 
field to the grocery store, to get kids 
to school safely and back home, to de-
liver the mail, to fly airplanes, to oper-
ate construction equipment, for police 
to patrol neighborhoods, and ambu-
lances to transport patients. 

The price of gas has an enormous im-
pact on the lives of Americans and 

families in every town, in every coun-
ty, in every State in this country. 

Madam Speaker, I spent last week 
visiting school districts and small busi-
nesses throughout my central Wash-
ington district. 

b 1045 

I listened to the heavy impacts that 
gas prices are having on my constitu-
ents in Yakima, Wenatchee, Cashmere, 
Moses Lake, Orondo, Richland, Union 
Gap and Pasco. Madam Speaker, the 
message I heard was loud and clear, 
that Americans are hurting because of 
high gas prices and this Congress needs 
to act. Americans can’t afford a Con-
gress that does nothing to increase the 
supply of American-made energy. If 
there is price gouging, Madam Speak-
er, it must be fully prosecuted. If spec-
ulators are trying to unfairly profit, we 
must stop them, also. And yet we must 
also tap into America’s enormous oil 
and gas reserves. 

We have the resources right here in 
this country that can increase the sup-
ply of oil and reduce the price of gaso-
line at the pump, but our Nation’s deep 
reserves have been put off-limits. With 
the national price of gas well over $4 a 
gallon—and it’s over $4.29 a gallon in 
my district—Americans can’t afford 
this off-limits policy any longer. 

Madam Speaker, consider this: Alas-
ka’s ANWR region contains an esti-
mated 10.4 billion barrels of oil; that’s 
more than twice the proven reserves in 
the State of Texas. The oceans off 
America’s coastline contain 240 trillion 
cubic feet of natural gas and 86 billion 
barrels of oil. Federal lands contain an 
estimated 31 billion barrels of oil. Sim-
ple economics tells us that the way to 
combat rising prices due to high de-
mand is to increase the supply, and ob-
viously it is to tap into these known 
resources. Yet proposals to increase 
American oil and gas production have 
faced years of opposition. Drilling in a 
tiny portion of ANWR in Alaska, for 
example, has been blocked since Presi-
dent Bill Clinton vetoed a like proposal 
back in 1995, and we are now paying the 
price. 

It’s time to stop saying no to solu-
tions and start saying yes, not only to 
drilling for gas and oil, but to all parts 
of the answer, as I mentioned this pre-
viously, so let me repeat what I said 
earlier. 

We need to license and build more 
American refineries. We need to expand 
wind, solar, hydrogen fuel cells and 
other new energy sources, reduce fuel 
blend mandates that increase costs, 
and invest more in nuclear and hydro-
power. 

Now, Madam Speaker, it’s inter-
esting, some say we shouldn’t bother 
because all of this will take years to 
produce results. Yet these same people 
claim that the answer is new Federal 
mandates, government control of the 
kind of car you want to drive and how 
far you can drive it, and pinning every-
thing on the hope that a new tech-
nology breakthrough will eliminate 
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our dependence on oil. But Madam 
Speaker, that, too, takes time. But 
more importantly, such a course of ac-
tion is not the American way, and it’s 
a dangerous gamble that puts our econ-
omy at serious risk. We need to in-
crease the supply of oil to decrease the 
price of gasoline, it’s as simple as that. 
And we need to do it here in America. 
The longer we postpone producing 
more oil here, the longer we will pay 
higher gas prices. 

Americans are hurting, and yet there 
is not a single solitary piece of legisla-
tion that this House will consider this 
entire week that even remotely relates 
to producing more American-made en-
ergy and lowering gas prices. 

Americans are feeling the pain, and 
the liberal leaders of the House simply 
are not listening. They not only do 
nothing to help, but they block every 
attempt made to bring legislation to 
the floor that would help lower gas 
prices. 

So, Madam Speaker, once again, I 
will attempt this morning to bring en-
ergy legislation to the House floor for 
debate and vote. If my colleagues will 
join me in defeating the previous ques-
tion, I will move to amend the rule to 
allow a debate and vote on legislation 
that will help produce more American- 
made energy. The House apparently 
has time to debate the creation of the 
600-mile trail about the Revolutionary 
War, so let’s make time for the House 
to vote on solutions to lower gas 
prices. 

Madam Speaker, with that, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, my 
good friend, my colleague from Wash-
ington State, has once again leveled a 
litany of accusations and, as usual, the 
rhetoric does not equate with the re-
ality that we see. 

Let’s take the attacks one by one. 
There were a total of five amendments 
submitted to this rule, all by Repub-
licans. Three amendments were sub-
mitted by Mr. BISHOP of Utah, one by 
Mr. FLAKE of Arizona, and one by Mr. 
PEARCE of New Mexico. Two amend-
ments were made in order, Bishop No. 
1 and Pearce No. 4. Two amendments 
were not germane to the bill and ruled 
out of order by the Parliamentarian, 
Bishop No. 3 and Flake No. 5. The sub-
ject matter contained in amendment 
No. 2 by Representative BISHOP was al-
ready being addressed by a self-exe-
cuting provision in the rule which was 
based on language previously adopted 
in this House by a vote of 416–5, rollcall 
vote 171, with all Republicans, includ-
ing my good friend from Washington, 
voting in favor of the amendment. 

Let me take this opportunity to clear 
up what must be a further misunder-
standing on the part of my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle. 

Contrary to what my good friend, the 
gentleman from Washington, would 
have us believe, the amendment was 
not the modified Bishop amendment. 
And I can assure you that the Rules 
Committee did not hijack any portion 

of the amendment submitted by our 
good friend and former member of the 
Rules Committee, the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP). The provision in the 
rule was based on language passed on 
April 9, 2008 during consideration of 
H.R. 2016, the National Landscape Con-
servation System Act, and it was done 
to address a concern that a number of 
Members had about the bill. The 
amendment was offered by Mr. 
ALTMIRE of Pennsylvania, was adopted 
with an overwhelming rollcall vote, as 
I said before, with every Republican 
voting in favor of the amendment. If 
you don’t take my word for it, I would 
be happy to share the Rules Committee 
report from that bill, which contains 
the text of the amendment. And I have 
copies of the section of the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD that contain the debate 
and the vote on the Altmire amend-
ment. 

I also want to point out that the self- 
executing language in the rule is not 
an unusual or unprecedented proce-
dure. It was done numerous times when 
the other side was in the majority, as 
my good friend from California (Mr. 
DREIER) alluded to in committee testi-
mony on Tuesday. It’s a legitimate 
tool available to address concerns in a 
bill. 

The amendment that we are self-exe-
cuting is nearly identical to the 
Altmire language. The Rules Com-
mittee believes that this language im-
proves the bill. And it is entirely rea-
sonable to self-execute language with a 
track record of overwhelming bipar-
tisan support in the House. Those 
Members who don’t like the language 
are perfectly able to vote against the 
rule. 

Now the question of gas prices. Cer-
tainly this is an important issue that 
has been addressed by this House a 
number of times. We have seen oil 
climb to record $145 a barrel, and we 
have also seen big oil companies con-
tinue to post record profits. Let’s go 
over a few of the points that have hap-
pened in the past years. 

The President signed into law legisla-
tion including landmark provisions to 
make cars and trucks more fuel effi-
cient and to promote more affordable 
American biofuels. That all happened 
because we passed it in this House and 
provided leadership on this. The new 
fuel standards will reduce our oil con-
sumption by 1.1 million barrels a day 
in 2020, one-half of the current U.S. im-
ports from the Persian Gulf, and will 
save American families $700 to $1,000 
per year at the pump. 

The House also passed legislation to 
suspend the filling of the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve. And just this week, 
the Speaker called on the President to 
unilaterally start releasing oil from 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve in 
order to try and bring down the cost of 
oil on the world market, a very respon-
sible proposal. 

We have also voted to invest in 
home-grown American biofuels in the 
farm bill. We voted to provide tax in-

centives for renewable energies and en-
ergy efficiency and plug-in vehicles, 
and creating hundreds and thousands 
of green jobs. We further voted to re-
duce public transit fares for commuters 
pinched by the pump. We voted to 
crack down on oil price gouging, and in 
fact we’re looking into more of that. 
We’ve directed the CFTC to use its full 
authority to curtail excessive specula-
tion in the markets and other practices 
which may be distorting the energy 
market. In fact, the Ag Committee, as 
we speak, is meeting to look into this 
matter and plans another hearing to-
morrow. We have voted to hold OPEC 
accountable for oil price fixing, and we 
have called on the repeal of subsidies 
to profit-rich Big Oil so we can invest 
in renewable energy futures. 

Further, I think it’s important for 
us, as Members, to look at who, in fact, 
is moving to block the lowering of our 
prices at the pump. A general blanket 
statement that we can make, that I 
have observed, is you put oil people in 
the White House and you can expect oil 
prices to go up. President Bush and Re-
publicans have blocked virtually every 
step that we have tried to make to 
lower gas prices for the American peo-
ple. Some of these steps have been: 

Cracking down on oil price gouging, 
which was opposed by 140 Republicans 
the first time and 145 Republicans the 
second time, including all the Repub-
lican leadership. 

The Democrats in the House proposed 
‘‘use it or lose it’’ for oil companies 
holding permits and not drilling. There 
are 68 million acres that are available 
for lease right now and to be drilled 
upon. That use-it-or-lose-it provision 
that was sponsored by House Demo-
crats was opposed by 176 Republicans. 

The motion to hold OPEC account-
able was opposed by 67 Republicans the 
first time and by 82 Republicans the 
second time, including most of the Re-
publican leadership. 

The proposal repealing subsidies to 
profit-rich oil companies and investing 
in renewable energy and energy effi-
ciency was opposed by 174 Republicans, 
including every member of the Repub-
lican leadership. 

Increasing Commodity Futures Trad-
ing Commission oversight authority to 
prevent manipulation of energy prices, 
which was in the farm bill, was opposed 
by 94 Republicans. 

The Bush administration has vetoed 
or threatened to veto each and every 
one of these price control bills. 

In addition, the Republicans have ini-
tially opposed suspending the Strategic 
Oil Petroleum Reserve. And while the 
President signed it into law, it was 
only after issuing veto threats. 

The President vetoed the farm bill 
twice, which included the CFTC provi-
sions and the historic investment in 
American biofuels. 

I mention all these in the context of 
my good friend from Washington bring-
ing up that Mr. Clinton vetoed in 1995 
a bill that was put forward on energy. 
The Republican Party in this House is 
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still blaming President Clinton for 
problems 13 years after the fact when 
they have been in control of this House 
and the Presidency for the last 71⁄2 
years for the Presidency and almost 14 
for this House before we took over in 
2006. I think it’s time for us to under-
stand who truly has culpability with 
this energy crisis that is at hand today. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, my good friend from 
California mentioned CAFE standards 
as one solution to the problem. CAFE 
standards, by a law that was passed 
here, would not take place until 2020. 
We can drill and produce in ANWR be-
fore 2020. 

My friend also said that I made a lit-
any of accusations and that the facts 
don’t match the rhetoric. Well, the fact 
is—and he didn’t refute the fact—that 
we’ve had 59 closed rules, and that is 
unrefutable. And I also mentioned that 
there was not an energy bill on the 
floor of the House this week; that is 
also irrefutable. 

Madam Speaker, I want to yield 4 
minutes to a good friend from Utah, a 
former member of the Rules Com-
mittee, Mr. BISHOP. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Wash-
ington for yielding. 

Bill Veeck was an old baseball owner 
and entrepreneur who used to say, ‘‘I 
don’t ever break the rules, I just test 
their elasticity.’’ Apparently the 
Democrats on the Rules Committee are 
doing that same standard of testing the 
elasticity. When the time for amend-
ments to the Rules Committee was 
closed, I did have one that was filed 
that dealt with second amendment 
issues, the only one that dealt with 
second amendment issues. After the fil-
ing was closed, apparently Democrat 
staff then took that amendment, with-
out public hearing, without any Mem-
ber input, they amended that to leave 
the most important part of second 
amendment protection on the floor, 
and then introduced it as a self-exe-
cuting rule. 

Self-executing rules were originally 
intended for technical amendments 
only to help the process along, but 
more and more we see the Democrat 
Rules Committee using substantive 
amendments now under self-executing 
processes. 

Now, in the good old days, I tried to 
get Chairman DREIER to do that for me, 
but he always said I had to give him 
my first born son, and it still had to be 
technical. I am willing to give the gen-
tleman from California my first born 
son—actually, he’s out of college now, 
it won’t help me at all, but I’m still 
willing to do it if that’s what it takes 
now to meet the process. But I realize, 
you’re not breaking the rules, you’re 
just testing the elasticity. 

b 1100 

There are groups out there that rank 
Congressmen. There’s even a fantasy 

congressional league that’s out there. 
They give us all points for how many 
bills we introduce, committee assign-
ments, amendments that are passed. 
I’ve known the pain of having a fantasy 
baseball team where half of the mem-
bers were on the DL. 

So I’m asking the gentleman from 
California if he would have the cour-
tesy of calling these groups and letting 
them know that this self-executing 
rule that is now part of the bill was ac-
tually mine so I could get those points. 
Not because of me, mind you. I’m just 
worried about my friends who have me 
as part of their fantasy congressional 
team because I know you’re just test-
ing the elasticity of it. In fact, it was 
suggested that sometime in the future 
we should start copyrighting our 
amendments before we actually give 
them to the Rules Committee staff. 

This is not necessarily the first time 
this has ever happened, as the gen-
tleman from California mentioned. 
There was another lands bill where I 
introduced an amendment with the 
same topic that once again was re-
drafted, this time refiled with a Demo-
crat as the sponsor of it and it did pass 
this House and I was happy to vote for 
that because it was a good idea. It was 
my idea, but it was still a good idea. 
But I realize you’re just testing the 
elasticity of it. 

I’m not saying you’re stealing, mind 
you. I am not saying anyone is steal-
ing. But John Stockton has called and 
wondered if his NBA steal record still 
exists. The Patriot coaches are won-
dering why they’re in trouble. The 1919 
Black Sox want their title back. And 
Henderson has actually discussed it be-
cause he could have beat Ty Cobb’s 
record years earlier had he had these 
same techniques in line. In fact, to be 
honest with you, I had a softball game 
last night that we won and we are now 
9–1. And I’m wondering if the gen-
tleman would actually do another self- 
executing rule to make us 10–0. That 
would actually do something for me. 
And since we’re pulling stuff out of 
thin air without committee assign-
ments, without floor discussion, I 
think it would fit within the concept. 

Now don’t get me wrong. I’m not say-
ing that we’re doing all the work and 
someone else is taking the credit. Be-
cause we’re used to that. We work with 
the Senate all the time. We understand 
how that works. But if indeed we are 
becoming the Puff Daddy of legislative 
efforts in here, I would suggest that if 
the Rules Committee really wants to 
do something to further discussion and 
actually do something positive to 
make it worth the 4-hour flight we had 
to come back here for this particular 
bill, why don’t you take my Americans 
for American Energy Act and do a self- 
executing rule to put that in. At least 
that would be a meaningful discussion 
that we would have on the floor of a 
meaningful bill and would make it 
worthwhile for us to come back here 
and finally start talking about some-
thing that is meaningful and useful for 
the American people. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I 
would love to point out to the gen-
tleman that there were a number of 
self-executing provisions put into bills 
while the current minority was in the 
majority in the 109th Congress. There 
were a total of 44 rules with self-exe-
cuting provisions. 

Let me read just a few examples of 
the self-executing rules that the Re-
publicans did when they were in the 
majority just to show that this is not a 
unique practice: 

H. Res. 75, the rule on H.R. 418, the 
REAL ID bill, self-executed major 
changes in the bill to gain votes on the 
bill and the rule. 

H. Res. 151, the rule for an Iraq/Af-
ghanistan/tsunami relief bill, self-exe-
cuted the totally unrelated REAL ID 
bill to the supplemental after final pas-
sage. 

H. Res. 248, a rule on the budget reso-
lution conference report, self-executed 
a new budget point of order against ap-
propriations bills in order to get the 
conservative Republicans to vote for 
the conference report. 

H. Res. 258, a rule on the conference 
report on the Iraq/Afghanistan/tsunami 
emergency supplemental, contained a 
self-executing provision that author-
ized the Judiciary Committee to file a 
supplemental report on an extremely 
controversial report that had grossly 
mischaracterized votes taking place in 
the Judiciary Committee markup. 

H. Res. 351, one rule, provided for sep-
arate consideration of four OSHA bills, 
each under a closed rule, and then self- 
executed language for two of the bills 
adopting the committee-reported sub-
stitutes. The rule also had a self-exe-
cuting provision that combined all four 
bills into one text after passage of each 
bill separately. 

H. Res. 365, a State Department au-
thorization rule, self-executed an 
amendment that struck a section of 
the bill. 

H. Res. 369, the PATRIOT Act reau-
thorization rule, made in order an en-
tirely new substitute as base text. 

H. Res. 387, a China trade rights en-
forcement rule, self-executed a new 
text that was considered under a closed 
rule. 

Madam Speaker, I would suggest that 
my colleagues doth protest too much. 

I would reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, we acknowledge that 
there is a practice of self-executing 
rules. That’s been done. Principally 
they are done, however, on technical 
grounds but admittedly they are done 
on substantive pieces of legislation. 
But the fact is already in this Congress 
there have been more self-executed 
amendments by this Democrat Rules 
Committee than there was in the en-
tire last Congress. Already. And we 
still have 6 months to go before this 
session is over. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I would 
like to yield 3 minutes to my friend 
from California, the gentleman from 
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the Sacramento area, the former attor-
ney general, Mr. LUNGREN. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I appreciate the gentleman al-
lowing me to get in the midst of this 
intramural squabble here on the Rules 
Committee. 

It seems like it was just the night be-
fore last that we came back to work 
this—well, it was just the night before 
last that we came back to work this 
week. And it seems like we just—well, 
we are just leaving. We came in the 
night before last to do business, we 
were here yesterday, we’re here today, 
we’re going to get out by, I guess, 
about 3 in the afternoon. Meanwhile, 
the people of the United States are suf-
fering because we have no energy pol-
icy. 

Now this political cartoon graphi-
cally states what it is. It says: 

We demand you energy companies do 
something about high energy prices. 

We can drill in ANWR. 
Forget it. 
How about offshore. 
Are you crazy? 
Clean coal. 
Out of the question. 
Nuclear power. 
You’re joking, right? 
Don’t just sit there, do something. 
Well, that’s what I’m asking this 

Congress to do. Don’t just sit there, do 
something. 

I thought that maybe what I believe 
is now called the Natural Resources 
Committee—it used to be called the 
Resources Committee—the Natural Re-
sources Committee, I thought it had 
jurisdiction over ANWR. And I looked 
it up and it does. And I thought it had 
jurisdiction over offshore drilling. And 
I looked it up and it does. And I 
thought it had jurisdiction over coal on 
Federal lands. And I looked it up and it 
does. And I thought it had jurisdiction 
over tar sands and other kinds of re-
sources, natural gas, offshore. And it 
does. 

So what does it bring today? A bill 
that talks about a historic trail. We’ve 
waited 227 years to designate it as an 
historical trail. You would think we 
could wait a couple of more months 
and do something on energy. 

Madam Speaker, I will not violate 
the rules of the House by asking for a 
show of hands in the galleries, because 
that would be out of order, but I sup-
pose that if the people in the galleries 
were like the people in my two town 
halls last week, they would answer the 
same. When I asked them do you think 
we should drill in ANWR, about 75 to 80 
percent said yes. When I asked them do 
you think we should start drilling off-
shore, about 75 to 80 percent said yes. 
When I asked them do you think we 
should lock up the greatest natural re-
source we have for energy in this coun-
try, coal—we’re the Saudi Arabia of 
coal—they answered 75 to 80 percent 
no. Nuclear power. Over 50 percent are 
for it now. But this Congress does noth-
ing about that. In fact, they have cre-
ated self-fulfilling prophecies. They 

say, look, if we allow offshore drilling, 
it will take 10 years. Do you know why 
it would take 10 years? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 
yield the gentleman 2 additional min-
utes. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. They set up the formula for fail-
ure. They make it a reality that it will 
take 10 years because of all of the ex-
tensive environmental requirements, 
the continued legal challenges, and if 
you know how the system works, you 
can actually make a decision by not 
making a decision. If you can in court 
ensure that no decision is finally made, 
no one is going to make the capital in-
vestment. 

Our friends on the other side say, 
well, wait a second, we’ve got the an-
swer. All we’re going to do is make 
them drill with the leases they already 
have. 

Now let’s think about this. The oil 
companies pay millions, billions of dol-
lars for leases and they’re not looking 
for it? The fact of the matter is just be-
cause you have a lease which is a tract 
of land on a map, a line on a map, 
doesn’t mean there’s oil there. Actu-
ally some of the Democrats on the 
other side of the aisle have said this. 
They’ve said, our leadership doesn’t 
understand the reality of drilling oil. 
And so what do they leave us with? 
They leave us with a policy which says 
drive small cars and wait for the wind. 
The gentleman from California says 
look at all we’ve done. We’ve forced 
Americans to drive smaller cars. That’s 
the solution. We’re waiting for wind. 
We can wait for a long time. 

I’m for solar energy. I’m for wind. 
I’m for all of the above. But the fact of 
the matter is we have to do something 
on the supply side. And here we have a 
bill out of the committee that has ju-
risdiction on this very matter, the one 
that would get us started, and it 
doesn’t bring forth this. It has brought 
forth a mouse in comparison to what 
we need in terms of our energy. All the 
American people are asking for is some 
sense of reality. We cannot suspend the 
laws of economics. 

The gentleman from California says 
look at all the price controls that we 
have adopted. I have to say, it was a 
Republican President, President Nixon, 
who tried to use price controls in the 
seventies. It didn’t work. It didn’t 
work. At some point in time we have to 
understand that what we have to do is 
increase supply. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 
yield the gentleman 1 additional 
minute. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. And if we come to the floor with 
the committee of jurisdiction bringing 
us bills that have nothing to do with 
energy, what are the American people 
to say except that, Don’t just sit there, 

do something. We are absolutely just 
sitting here and doing nothing. People 
back home are not waiting for 20 and 30 
years. They’re talking about what’s 
happening now. It’s not just the gas in 
their car. It is the cost of transpor-
tation embedded in everything. And 
it’s going to get worse before it gets 
better. 

This Congress should do something. 
It should act now. Act now. Maybe we 
could stay here longer than 21⁄2 days to 
do something about energy for the 
American people who sent us here to do 
their work. Where’s the 5-day work-
week? Gone. Gone along with the op-
portunity to drill for oil and produce 
energy for the American people. Maybe 
they ought to pay attention to what’s 
happening here on the floor of the 
House and insist that we do something. 
Drill here in the United States, not 
overseas. Produce here in the United 
States. Save America. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to not refer to or ad-
dress occupants in the gallery. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I 
would just like to observe once again 
that this Congress has approved and 
authorized 66 million acres for explo-
ration and leasing throughout this 
country. Now, that may be hard for 
some folks to visualize that amount of 
property, so let’s talk about it in some-
thing that people understand, the size 
of States. 

Sixty-six million acres is virtually 
the size of New England, including New 
Jersey and Maryland and Delaware. 
That is the size of land that we have 
opened up to exploration. Can we do 
more? Possibly. Are there other alter-
natives? Absolutely. The Speaker this 
week proposed trying to bring down 
prices by opening up the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve. That might actually 
bring down the cost of oil, and all 
we’ve gotten from the White House is a 
blanket ‘‘absolutely not.’’ 

Madam Speaker, there are a number 
of measures that this House has moved 
to try and bring down oil prices and 
bring relief to the American people. We 
started in our 6 for ’06 with H.R. 6 that 
tried to bring down oil prices before it 
was ever even a crisis because we an-
ticipated that this might be a problem. 
I would also suggest that it has been 
said that over 90 percent of the Bush- 
Cheney oil energy policy has been im-
plemented by the prior 109th Congress 
and the Republican Congresses before 
that. Mr. Bush got 90 percent of what 
he wanted for American energy and we 
have this crisis. I submit to you what 
we need is a change at 1600 Pennsyl-
vania Avenue to try and regain energy 
independence and with a change there 
we may just do that. 

I will reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 

Madam Speaker, how much time re-
mains on both sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington has 6 minutes 
remaining. The gentleman from Cali-
fornia has 131⁄2 minutes remaining. 
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Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 

Madam Speaker, I am pleased to yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. TERRY). 

b 1115 

Mr. TERRY. Thank you. I appreciate 
this opportunity. 

My friend from California, I’d like to 
clarify a little bit. The 66 million acres 
are land that hasn’t been authorized by 
Congress. In fact, the efforts by my 
friends on that side of the aisle was to 
take away that 66 million acres of al-
ready leased land. So I think the public 
needs to be clear on that aspect. 

Yes, some of the Bush plan on energy 
has been implemented. The part, con-
veniently, that has been left out of pre-
senting to the President for signature 
is the part that increases supply. It’s 
the lack of supply that is causing prob-
lems for American families today, with 
the price at the pumps. 

I have had several meetings with con-
stituents who have told me their sto-
ries about how the high price of gaso-
line is literally taking food off of their 
tables and making them to make deci-
sions about what they are taking away 
from their family in order to be able to 
get to work and back. 

Our reliance on foreign energy is de-
stroying this country, and we have to 
become independent, folks. We use 20 
million barrels a day. Twenty million 
barrels of oil per day, most of which is 
refined into fuel that we use in travels. 
Over 14 million of those 20 are imported 
today. 

Let’s look at what is on the foreign 
scene today with Iran sending missiles 
as a message to the United States and 
Israel about their might. Make no 
bones about it, my friends; the only 
reason they have missiles is because 
they get to sell oil. If we weren’t reli-
ant on foreign oil and we could get 
away from it with a comprehensive 
plan and, Mr. CARDOZA, I’d love to work 
with anyone on your side of the aisle to 
come up with conservation alternative 
fuels and to be able to open up our off-
shore drilling in the gulf coast, Alaska, 
and use oil shale. If we put all of that 
together, we can be energy inde-
pendent. 

Mr. CARDOZA. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, can I inquire of my 
friend from California if he has any 
more speakers, or he is prepared to 
close? 

Mr. CARDOZA. We have no more 
speakers. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. The 
gentleman is prepared to close if I 
close? 

Mr. CARDOZA. I am, Madam Speak-
er. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. With 
that, Madam Speaker, I yield myself 
the balance of my time. 

Madam Speaker, it’s time for the 
House to debate ideas for lowering gas 
prices. By defeating the previous ques-
tion, I will move to amend the rule to 

allow the House to consider a bill that 
will help produce more American-made 
energy, H.R. 2208, introduced by Mr. 
BOUCHER of Virginia and Mr. SHIMKUS 
of Illinois, the cosponsors of that bill. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to have the text of the amend-
ment and extraneous material inserted 
in the RECORD prior to the vote on the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 

Madam Speaker, this House is on a 
course to complete its work by early 
this afternoon. The only legislation the 
House is even considering is this bill to 
consider a 600-mile scenic trail about 
the Revolutionary War. Tomorrow, the 
House won’t even be in session. The 
House was originally scheduled to be in 
session, working tomorrow, but that 
was canceled yesterday. 

The Democrat leaders of this House 
are choosing to do nothing for a day 
and a half, today and tomorrow, that 
was scheduled, and of course, do noth-
ing about gas prices. They decided to 
just stop working and go home early 
rather than vote on legislation to 
lower gas prices by producing more 
American-made energy. 

The House needs to confront the sky-
rocketing price of gasoline. It 
shouldn’t be clocking out early and 
calling it a week. It’s time right now 
for Congress to act on gas prices. 

So, once again, Madam Speaker, I am 
going to ask my colleagues to vote 
‘‘no’’ on the previous question so that 
we can amend the rule to take up seri-
ous legislation, bipartisan legislation, 
to bring down gas prices at the pump. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARDOZA. I would just like to 
clarify for my colleague from Wash-
ington. Once again, he sort of 
mischaracterized what is happening in 
the House of Representatives with re-
gard to the work that we are doing to 
lower gas prices. 

I would invite the gentleman to join 
me in the Ag Committee as I leave this 
chamber today and go to hearings that 
will be going on all afternoon in the Ag 
Committee to get to the bottom of the 
trading issues that might be leading to 
increased speculatory problems that 
are possibly causing increased gas 
prices and the hearings that we are 
going to have in the Ag Committee all 
day tomorrow with regard to the same 
subject. There are a number of us that 
will be working very hard the next 2 
days to try and resolve to get to the 
bottom of this crisis. 

Madam Speaker, I want to refer back 
to the bill at hand. We have gotten way 
far afield of what the topic was of dis-
cussion for this rule, and that is the 
National Trail System Act. That act 
was put in place 40 years ago to provide 
for the conservation of historic and 
culturally significant areas. 

I think there is no more deserving 
historic designation than the one com-

memorating our Nation’s struggle for 
independence. The bill that we are 
talking about deserves strong support 
by all Members of the floor. It’s a good 
bill done by the Natural Resources 
Committee and chairman, Mr. RAHALL, 
bringing it to the floor. I would urge 
that we support it heartily. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the rule and 
on the previous question. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. HASTINGS of Washington is as 
follows: 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1317 OFFERED BY MR. 

HASTINGS OF WASHINGTON 
At the end of the resolution, add the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 3. Immediately upon the adoption of 

this resolution the House shall, without 
intervention of any point of order, consider 
in the House the bill (H.R. 2208) to provide 
for a standby loan program for certain coal- 
to-liquid projects. All points of order against 
the bill are waived. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and any 
amendment thereto to final passage without 
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of 
debate on the bill equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking member 
of the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and the chairman and ranking member of 
the Committee on Science and Technology; 
and (2) an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute if offered by Representative Dingell 
of Michigan or his designee, which shall be 
considered as read and shall be separately 
debatable for 40 minutes equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent; and (3) one motion to recommit with or 
without instructions. 

(The information contained herein was 
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.) 
THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 

IT REALLY MEANS 
This vote, the vote on whether to order the 

previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives, (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R–Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
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vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] has 
no substantive legislative or policy implica-
tions whatsoever.’’ But that is not what they 
have always said. Listen to the definition of 
the previous question used in the Floor Pro-
cedures Manual published by the Rules Com-
mittee in the 109th Congress, (page 56). 
Here’s how the Rules Committee described 
the rule using information from Congres-
sional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Congressional 
Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous question is de-
feated, control of debate shifts to the leading 
opposition member (usually the minority 
Floor Manager) who then manages an hour 
of debate and may offer a germane amend-
ment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question 
on a resolution reported from the Committee 
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question, 
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate 
thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. CARDOZA. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, on that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

MOTION TO GO TO CONFERENCE 
ON H.R. 3121, FLOOD INSURANCE 
REFORM AND MODERNIZATION 
ACT OF 2008 
Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, pur-

suant to clause 1 of rule XXII and by 
direction of the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, I move to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 3121) to 
restore the financial solvency of the 
national flood insurance program and 
to provide for such program to make 
available multiperil coverage for dam-
age resulting from windstorms and 
floods, and for other purposes, with a 
Senate amendment thereto, disagree to 
the Senate amendment, and request a 
conference with the Senate thereon. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
MOTION TO INSTRUCT 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, 
I offer a motion to instruct. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Neugebauer moves that the managers 

on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the Senate amendment to the bill H.R. 3121 
be instructed, to the maximum extent pos-
sible within the scope of the conference, to 
(1) include in the conference agreement the 
provision in section 106 of the bill S. 2284. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
CAPUANO) will be recognized for 30 min-
utes each. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Section 106 of 
the Senate flood insurance bill would 
reform the National Flood Insurance 
Program in a significant way by phas-
ing out taxpayer subsidies and requir-
ing that rates are based on an actual 
risk of flooding basis. 

The Senate bill achieves this goal 
more quickly and fairly than the House 
bill, which does not begin phasing out 
premium subsidies for nonresidential 
properties and nonprimary residences 
until 2011. 

We owe it to the American people 
whose lives get turned upside down in 
the aftermath of flood disaster to en-
courage an efficient, effective program, 
with adequate resources to be there for 
them when they need it. 

Risk-based pricing will reassure tax-
payers that they are not subsidizing 
those who choose to live in high-risk 
areas near coastal lowlands or flood 
plains where many property owners 
have repetitive losses. 

Section 106 of the Senate version of 
the flood bill would also eliminate sub-
sidies within 90 days of enactment for 
prospective policyholders of nonresi-
dential structures, nonprimary resi-
dences, and severe repetitive loss prop-
erties. 

It would also eliminate subsidies 
within 90 days for properties that un-
dergo improvements or renovations 
that exceed 30 percent of the fair mar-
ket value of the property, and any 
property that sustains damage exceed-
ing 50 percent of the fair market value 
after the enactment of this bill. 

In addition, Section 106 includes a 
provision that would prohibit subsidies 
and require risk-based pricing for pro-
spective policyholders if the property 
was not insured within 90 days of en-
actment or if the policy lapses as a re-
sult of deliberate choice by the policy-
holder. 

Risk-based pricing would also be re-
quired if the prospective policyholder 
refused to accept an offer for mitiga-
tion assistance or relocation following 
a major disaster. 

These are prudent measures to 
strengthen flood programs, phase out 
taxpayer subsidies, and encourage a 
premium pricing structure that is 
based on the actual risk of the prop-
erty to flooding. 

While not part of this motion, I also 
believe it would be ill-advised to force 

the National Flood Insurance Program 
to take on new risk of wind coverage, 
as it would expose taxpayers to further 
losses and could unnecessarily inter-
fere with the functioning of private 
wind insurance markets. 

The Republican minority believes 
that the chief objective of Congress 
should be to reform the existing Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program, in-
cluding the removal of subsidies over 
time to improve the long-term sol-
vency of the program. Adding new cov-
erage to the program that has already 
lost $18 billion is a move in the right 
direction. 

Madam Speaker, I want to stop and 
reiterate that the program, the reason 
this is so important is that we con-
tinue to subsidize this program and the 
deficits keep going up. Now, some peo-
ple say, Well, the program pays for 
itself. But the truth of the matter is, 
Madam Speaker, this Congress is going 
to have to write off billions of dollars 
because the system is currently insol-
vent now, and now others want to in-
crease and expand the coverage and 
postpone putting risk-based premiums 
in place. 

The American people already are 
dealing with a lot of other issues. They 
don’t need to be dealing with having to 
subsidize the National Flood Insurance 
Program any longer. 

As the conferees work on this final 
flood insurance bill, we ask that they 
produce a bill that is fiscally respon-
sible and does not saddle future tax-
payers with more losses. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, on 
reading this motion to instruct, it 
seems reasonable, well-thought-out, 
and we have no problems with it. 

Therefore, with that, I would reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. In addition to 
rising to offer this motion to instruct 
on H.R. 3121, the Flood Insurance Re-
form and Modernization Act of 2008, I 
believe it’s also critical that we talk 
about another issue that is very impor-
tant to the American taxpayers, and 
that is a sound and reliable energy pol-
icy for our country. 

I am repeatedly frustrated and I 
know the American people are repeat-
edly frustrated that this Congress has 
done nothing this summer, this year, 
to produce one additional barrel of oil 
to help reduce the dependency problem 
that this country has on foreign oil. 
This is not only an economic security 
issue for our country, it is a national 
security issue for our country. 

We know that we have seen in the 
last few days that the Iranian Govern-
ment is flexing their muscle and they 
are saying that they want everybody to 
know that they are a world power and 
that if people make them mad, or if 
they decide to do something, that they 
could close the Strait of Hormuz, 
where I think someone said almost 40 
percent of the world’s oil passes 
through that port. That just says to us 
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that this is a national security issue as 
well. 

There’s a very simple solution to 
America’s energy problem. It’s not 
complicated, it’s not complex. It’s a 
simple, three-letter word. It’s yes. It’s 
saying yes to drilling for oil within the 
borders of the United States of Amer-
ica. It’s saying yes to drilling in Alas-
ka and off the Outer Continental Shelf. 
It’s saying yes to continuing to develop 
and use the 250-year coal supply that 
America has. As someone said a while 
ago, we are the Saudi Arabia of coal. 
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There are new technologies out there 
converting coal and liquefying it to use 
as a very clean and efficient energy 
source. 

It is saying yes to building more nu-
clear power plants in this country. We 
haven’t built a new nuclear power 
plant in I think over 30 years. It is a 
very safe, reliable source of energy and 
does not create a lot of greenhouse 
gases. 

It is saying yes to building new refin-
eries in our country. Not only, Madam 
Speaker, are we importing 70 percent of 
our oil, but because we haven’t built a 
new refinery in this country in over 30 
years, we are importing from 10 to 15 
percent of our gasoline. 

It is saying yes to renewable and al-
ternative energy sources, such as wind, 
solar and biofuels. 

Madam Speaker, what we need to do 
is have a balanced energy program, 
looking at renewables, looking at new 
technologies, but also producing Amer-
ican resources. 

This growing energy crisis is affect-
ing every facet of Americans’ daily 
lives. As they try to drive to work, I 
had recently a telephone call with a 
constituent, and he said, Congressman, 
I have to drive three times a week to 
get medical treatment, and it is over 
100 miles to and from to get that treat-
ment. He said, I am down to the deci-
sion now whether I can afford to be 
able to go and get my treatment or buy 
groceries or make my rent payment. I 
need some help. 

Madam Speaker, the American peo-
ple are looking to this Congress to do 
something. And we can do something. 
We can say yes; yes to new tech-
nologies, yes to producing American 
resources, instead of exporting billions 
of dollars to foreign countries and let-
ting them develop their resources. 

I believe last month, June, the aver-
age import, this is daily import, 
Madam Speaker, was 13 million barrels 
a day, 13 million barrels a day. That is 
$1.8 billion dollars every day that 
America gets up and writes a check to 
send somewhere else. Not to invest in 
America. We write a check for $1.8 bil-
lion every day to send to some foreign 
countries. 

Madam Speaker, unfortunately, some 
of those countries that we send that 
check to aren’t all that friendly to the 
American people. Our friend, Mr. Hugo 
Chavez from Venezuela, we write him a 

check every day for $170 million. I am 
sure the American people are pretty 
excited that $170 million of investment 
that could be building America’s re-
sources and creating jobs in America is 
going down to South America, to Ven-
ezuela, to one of the people that have 
said we are imperialists and that they 
have invaded America not with armies, 
but with their oil. 

So, Madam Speaker, what we have to 
do is we have to begin to look at why 
we are not doing anything in this Con-
gress. 

One of the things I have noticed that 
we worked on this summer, and I know 
the American people will be extremely 
excited to know, is that we have pro-
tected foreign cats, foreign dogs, mon-
keys, and today we will spend about 3 
or 4 hours naming a scenic route. Now, 
I think that really goes a long way to 
assuring the American people that we 
are in fact working on energy solutions 
that will bring lower energy prices for 
the American people. 

Madam Speaker, we have to begin to 
say yes, not only to these high energy 
prices affecting Americans’ ability to 
go to and from work. Teachers, for ex-
ample, in rural areas, driving 50, 75 
miles, their cost of transportation is 
almost doubling, but their salaries are 
not going up. Those teacher contracts 
are out right now and they are saying, 
should I accept that teaching contract 
in that little rural community, where 
it is going to almost take a pay cut to 
do that because of the cost of gasoline? 

It is affecting food prices. One of the 
things we know about energy, Madam 
Speaker, is it is interwoven in every 
aspect of our life. In the production of 
food, farmers are paying record prices 
for fertilizer and for diesel. So that is 
just the production side. The chemicals 
have gone up. Several chemical compa-
nies in the last few weeks have an-
nounced double digit increases in the 
cost of their commodities. 

Now that we have produced those 
products, now we have to get those 
products to the processors and to the 
market. The cost of processing that 
food has gone up. Once we produce that 
food and we process it, then we have to 
deliver it to the distribution systems, 
and from the distribution systems to 
the grocery stores, and then the Amer-
ican people have to go to the grocery 
store. All along the way, these high en-
ergy prices are causing huge inflation 
for our country, and, Madam Speaker, 
we have to do something about it. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I was under the 
false impression that we were here to 
talk about flood insurance. I guess 
flood insurance isn’t that important to 
my Republican colleagues, and that is 
fine by me. 

I said yes, you must have missed it, I 
said yes to your motion to instruct. 
Now, after your debate, I am kind of 

maybe rethinking my position, but 
probably not, because I don’t want to 
get dragged down there. 

But I am no energy expert. I am 
learning as we go along. It is not in my 
background. But I know one thing: For 
12 years, the Republicans did nothing 
on energy. Nothing. For almost the en-
tire time I have been in Congress, we 
have had two oilmen running this 
country. They have done nothing on 
energy. Now, all of a sudden, they 
found it, and we have to sit here today 
and listen to a Republican advertise-
ment while we are debating flood insur-
ance. Flood insurance. 

I understand the politics of it, and 
that is all well and good, but it just 
does amaze me that it is not enough to 
keep campaigning out on the street. Go 
knock on some doors, and maybe you 
will win some elections. You don’t win 
elections by pontificating on the floor 
of the House. You do it by meeting and 
greeting people and then listening to 
what they want. 

One of the things they want is for the 
oil companies to drill on the 68 million 
acres they already have. Why aren’t 
they drilling there? Why not? 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAPUANO. Not at this point, be-
cause I am going to get the rest of the 
ad in a few minutes. You will get your 
time. 

They are concerned that somehow we 
are sending money to someone who is 
not too friendly. I know that. We all 
know that. Why didn’t you do anything 
for 12 years? How did you just find this 
now? And did you just discover it as we 
were getting into flood insurance? 

Now, I understand fully well. I had no 
intention of debating this issue. Again, 
the motion to instruct that we came 
here to debate is fine. We do need to 
act on flood insurance, and we will. 
And I also realize that I will hear the 
rest of the Republican ad in a moment. 

I, for one, have never engaged in pon-
tification on this floor. I haven’t done 
a single Special Order yet in 9 years, 
because my way to communicate with 
my constituents who elected me is to 
go home and say hello and shake their 
hands and look them in the eye and lis-
ten to them, not to pontificate 
amongst each other. 

I understand that that is not the way 
you campaign. That is fine, and I look 
forward to the remaining few minutes 
of the Republican national ad that 
hasn’t worked thus far and I doubt will 
work between now and November. But 
I am looking forward to hearing all the 
wonderful things that you are going to 
do now, when you didn’t do them for 12 
years. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, 
I yield 4 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from California (Mr. DANIEL 
E. LUNGREN). 
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Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-

fornia. I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

In attempting to respond to the gen-
tleman on the other side of the aisle, 
he said, what have we been trying to do 
in terms of energy? Did we just dis-
cover it? Well, no, that is not the case. 
We have been trying to work on energy 
for the last number of years. Let me 
just give the gentleman some figures. 

On ANWR exploration, every time it 
has been brought up in the last 6 or 7 
years, 91 percent of the Republicans 
have supported it; 86 percent of the 
Democrats have voted against explo-
ration in ANWR, a clear delineation be-
tween the two parties. 

Coal-to-liquid. We are the Saudi Ara-
bia of coal. We have more coal than 
anybody else in the world. So wouldn’t 
it make sense to try and use new tech-
nology to take coal to liquid? Every 
time it has been brought up, 97 percent 
of the Republicans have supported it; 
78 percent of the Democrats have op-
posed it. That is not pontificating. 
That is voting on the floor. 

Oil shale exploration. Along with 
Canada, again, we are the Saudi Arabia 
of oil shale. Every time it has been 
brought up, 90 percent of the Repub-
licans have voted for it; 86 percent of 
the Democrats have voted against it. 

Outer Continental Shelf exploration. 
Every time it has been brought up, 81 
percent of the Republicans have voted 
for it; 83 percent of the Democrats have 
opposed it. 

The gentleman says, why aren’t we 
drilling on some of those leases? Well, 
the definition of an idle lease is a lease 
where drilling has not yet occurred. 
That means you have to go through all 
of the existing red tape, such as per-
mitting and environmental laws. The 
process can take years. It is a self-ful-
filling prophecy on the other side of 
the aisle. 

My friend on the other side of the 
aisle and his allies in the environ-
mental community, what have they 
done? Environmental protests have in-
creased by 718 percent over the last 7 
years. Three million acres of currently 
leased land is tied up in courts, where 
it cannot be utilized. 

You ask why they are not leasing? 
Because they can’t, because they are 
subjected to lawsuits. Companies are 
unable to begin exploring on the land 
they have already leased. Fifty-two 
percent, 52 percent of the wells that 
have been drilled, exploratory wells 
offshore, have proved to be dry holes. 
That is why they are not producing on 
those. 

When I was here 20 years ago during 
the Reagan administration serving in 
this House, the Reagan administration 
managed to lease 160 million acres of 
onshore land. Today only 50 million 
acres are leased. ANWR contains 10.4 
billion barrels of oil. 100 percent closed. 
Offshore, 86 billion barrels of oil we be-
lieve are there by the U.S. Minerals 
and Management Service. 97 percent of 
it is closed off. 

And the gentleman says we are pon-
tificating. We are not pontificating. We 
are asking your side of the aisle to 
allow us to have votes on these issues. 
Allow us to have a vote on ANWR; 
allow us to have a vote on coal-to-liq-
uid; allow us to have a vote on oil 
shale; allow us to have a vote on off-
shore drilling, Outer Continental Shelf 
exploration; allow us to have a vote on 
refinery capacity increases. That is not 
pontificating. That is saying allow the 
American people to have these par-
ticular supply-oriented responses to 
the energy crisis voted on on the floor. 

Now, the gentleman may say, we just 
go home. I go home. I just got back 
from home. I talked to people in my 
district. You know what they said? Get 
back to Congress and vote to change 
the laws to allow supply. 

Now, once again, unless your side of 
the aisle is capable, excuse me, Madam 
Speaker, unless the other side of the 
aisle is capable—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional minute. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, unless the 
other side of the aisle is capable of sus-
pending the law of economics, the law 
of supply and demand, we have to start 
dealing with the supply side. 

We have dealt with the demand side. 
The American people in the last sev-
eral months have dropped their usage 
per capita of gasoline greater than 
they have at any time since we have 
kept records. The American people are 
responding in responsible ways. They 
are responding on the demand side. 
They are asking us to help them be 
able to respond on the supply side. 

That is not pontificating. That is not 
politics. That is governance. We are 
asking for good governance. Allow us 
to have the chance to vote on these 
things on the floor, and then let the 
votes fall where they may. Maybe the 
gentleman from the other side of the 
aisle is correct in his assessment that 
the American people don’t want more 
supply. I suspect he is wrong. The only 
way we will know is if we have a vote. 
Just give us a vote. 

I thank the gentleman for the time. 
Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, I 

didn’t hear much that surprised me. I 
guess I must have been mistaken. If I 
heard 52 percent of the holes were dry, 
that means 48 percent of them weren’t, 
and they are not producing. 

I know for a fact that in the oil wells 
and the oil rigs that they have in Alas-
ka now in Prudhoe Bay, they claim to 
have more natural gas than they know 
what to do with. Yet they have never 
built a natural gas pipeline. There was 
no obstruction to that. None whatso-
ever. I must have missed it. 

During the 12 years I talked about, 
Republicans controlled the House, the 
Senate and the White House for most 
of those years and still did nothing. 
Still did nothing. 

Some Democrats do have some con-
cerns, and I am proud to be one of 

them. Some concerns are about simply 
saying drill anyplace you want, don’t 
worry about the environment. I don’t 
necessarily think in the final analysis 
that is the way out. I think there are 
other ways. I do think that some drill-
ing is appropriate, most of us do, which 
is why we are encouraging oil compa-
nies to do it. I don’t get it. 

b 1145 

And maybe I am mistaken, but a few 
years ago we had a vote on the floor of 
this House relative to offshore drilling 
in Florida. And then Governor Bush 
and every Republican member of the 
Florida delegation voted against that. 
Voted against that. 

Now, I don’t mind. But let’s be hon-
est about this. You did nothing for 12 
years. You think you have a political 
hit here. Good luck. Good luck. Be-
cause I think the American people have 
already tried your way, to just simply 
give everything to the oil companies 
and not ask for anything back. I think 
they want to try a new way. And in the 
final analysis, we will get where we 
want to go. November will allow us a 
greater majority here, it will allow us 
more Members of the Senate, and it 
will probably give us the White House 
with people who actually want to do 
something rather than simply talk 
about it. 

Now, my full degree of preparation 
for this debate was to be pulled out of 
a hearing on the entire financial crisis 
with Secretary of Treasury Paulson 
and the Chairman of the Federal Re-
serve, Mr. Bernanke. I wish I had come 
here more prepared with statistics and 
votes from 1902 and all those other 
things; but the truth is, this is nothing 
more than a political commercial. 

The rebuttal is easy. It is almost 
painfully childish: The American pub-
lic hasn’t bought it and won’t buy it. 
But I also realize, my presumption is 
there is still more time left for Repub-
lican advertisement, and we will hear a 
few more minutes of it as we speak 
now. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER. I appreciate the 

gentleman, and I think the leadership 
in his party has been very clear of what 
their energy policy is: No, we are not 
going to do anything about it. 

I now yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I appreciate the gentleman’s 
leadership on this. 

My good friend from the other side 
said he didn’t come prepared to talk 
about his side’s strategy on energy. 
Well, let me share with you what an 
aide from the Democrat side said just 
this week. He said, ‘‘Right now, our 
strategy on gas prices is to drive small 
cars and wait for the wind.’’ 

That is the problem, Madam Speaker. 
Because when we want home last week, 
all of us went home last week for the 
Fourth of July break, we met with our 
constituents; and we heard what I sus-
pect my friend from Massachusetts 
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would hear if he asks, and that is, that 
they understand, the American people 
understand that supply is important. 
And this is a dynamic situation. 

He talks about a vote a number of 
years ago on whether or not there 
ought to be offshore exploration. Well, 
Madam Speaker, the situation has 
changed. The American’s people opin-
ion has changed. What has done that? 
$4 a gallon gasoline that the other side 
has done nothing about. 

On our side we have attempted for 
years, literally for years to increase 
supply. In fact, as has been recited by 
my good friend from California earlier, 
we have passed all sorts of legislation 
out of the House of Representatives. 
What has happened is that they have 
died in the Senate. They have not got-
ten the 60 votes that they needed. But, 
Madam Speaker, I have great con-
fidence in the responsiveness of the 
United States Senators, who have also 
been home and appreciate that this sit-
uation has changed. 

The American people are demanding 
American energy for Americans, and 
there are solutions that are on the 
table. H.R. 3089, No More Excuses En-
ergy Act, would reduce the price of gas-
oline by opening new American oil re-
fineries. Investing in clean energy 
sources such as wind, nuclear, and cap-
tured carbon dioxide, and making 
available more homegrown energy 
through environmentally sensitive ex-
ploration of the Arctic Energy Slope 
and America’s Deep-Sea Energy Re-
serves. 

H.R. 3089, Madam Speaker. It is there 
for the taking. All we ask for is a vote. 
We are not guaranteeing passage, but 
we do believe that it is appropriate for 
the most deliberative body in the world 
to have an opportunity to vote on in-
creasing the supply of American energy 
for Americans. And the problem is, is 
that our friends on the other side don’t 
want to have that vote. Why? I am not 
quite certain, because I know that 
their constituents are telling them 
what our constituents are telling us, 
and that is, increase American energy 
for Americans. Instead, what is their 
policy? Drive small cars and wait for 
the wind. 

Madam Speaker, we demand a vote 
on H.R. 3089 and the other bills that 
will increase American supply, Amer-
ican energy for Americans. Let’s vote 
now. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, I 
think we have gotten all the wind we 
need right here right now. I am not so 
sure how to harness it, but I think we 
have gotten it, so we don’t have to wait 
for it. 

And I understand the gentleman 
doesn’t want to read any of the bills we 
have put forward. I understand that. 
Nor should he waste his time, because 
he is not going to vote for them any-
way. I know that. But he still hasn’t 
answered the reason; again, a very sim-
ple question: 68 million acres and they 
are not drilling on them. Why? The ob-
vious answer is they want to keep 
prices up. 

Why aren’t they using the refineries 
to their full capacity? 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. CAPUANO. No, I don’t yield. I 
will get the rest of the advertisement 
later. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. The gen-
tleman asked a question. 

Mr. CAPUANO. No, I don’t yield. 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Will the gen-

tleman yield? 
Mr. CAPUANO. I do not yield. 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. You asked a 

question. 
Mr. CAPUANO. I do not yield. I have 

got the full advertisement. 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank the 

gentleman. 
Mr. CAPUANO. You have wasted 

enough time for the American public 
right now. You are wasting taxpayer 
dollars right now. You are entitled to 
do it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlemen will suspend. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts controls the time. 

Mr. CAPUANO. The gentleman said 
why don’t I ask my constituents. Why 
doesn’t he come to my district and ask 
my constituents? If he thinks I don’t 
talk to my constituents, that is fine. 
You can insult me all you want. It is of 
no concern. The American people know 
your answer. Your answer is to simply 
give oil companies anything and every-
thing they want and ask for nothing 
back. Our answer is to allow them to 
drill where there is oil, to do so in a re-
sponsible manner, to pay their taxes, 
and to not basically gouge us with un-
godly prices and ungodly profits. 

I understand you don’t want to join 
us in that. I respect that. Why you 
don’t, I don’t get; I don’t have to get. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. I look forward 
to the remainder of the Republican ad-
vertisement. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, 
it is now my pleasure to yield to the 
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY) 
3 minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in support of a comprehensive energy 
policy. And the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts and I are friends and neigh-
bors by offices and talk all the time. 

And do you know what? It may be en-
tirely true that Nebraskans think dif-
ferently than suburban Boston folks. 
And that is why we go back and we 
talk to our constituents. And what I 
hear—and this isn’t evenly divided; 
this is 95–5—that people are angry at 
the price of gas; they are angry at Con-
gress doing nothing. And we sit here in 
this body and we have no real energy 
bills to discuss, so we have to use a 
flood insurance bill to be able to dis-
cuss these type of issues. 

But my friend from Massachusetts 
brings up a point that I want to kind of 
correct and kind of agree with. We 
have been in Congress now five terms. 
I have been on the Energy Committee 
for 8 years; and almost every year that 
I have been on that committee, we 

have done an energy bill. Most of them 
haven’t gotten to the President. We did 
get an energy bill that included drill-
ing to the President in our first term, 
which was vetoed by President Clinton, 
that included ANWR. 

My friend would probably remember 
a lot of vicious debates on this floor 
about opening up drilling in Alaska 
and ANWR and the deep waters off the 
coast of Florida and the gulf coast. We 
had incredibly intense debates on that, 
and we passed those. We passed the re-
finery bill that would expand our refin-
ing capacity and diversify where they 
are at in this body. So to be able to 
come and say on the House floor that 
we haven’t done anything for 12 years 
is not accurate. 

What is accurate is a bipartisan op-
position to energy in the Senate, where 
we did good work, but unfortunately 
we had a group of 40 that was mostly 
Democrat but Republicans also that 
voted to kill refinery expansions, that 
voted to—well, sometimes they voted 
on deep-sea and ANWR, but most of the 
time they just ignored what we did 
here, in the Senate. And I am angry 
and upset at that. 

But the people are demanding action 
now. And what I would like to see is, 
instead of this partisan rhetoric that 
we are hearing on the floor today, that 
my friends on the other side would say, 
hey, let’s all get together. Because you 
talk about conservation. I wrote with 
Baron Hill the CAFE bill that ups the 
amount of fuel efficiency for the auto 
manufacturers. I am open to more of 
those types of discussions. 

Let’s get together and work on an en-
ergy policy, instead of this partisan 
bickering that we are hearing right 
now. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my friend and classmate for not 
getting further down that nasty little 
road. He made a good point. No new 
points. But I appreciate his tone. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, 

could I inquire of the amount of time 
that I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 81⁄2 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has 221⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. At this time, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO). 

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Speaker, I en-
courage our discussion on flood insur-
ance. But like my colleagues, I am very 
frustrated with the high price of gaso-
line. And I believe that West Vir-
ginians deserve a comprehensive all-of- 
the-above approach. 

I had a lot of conversations just last 
night with West Virginians, and they 
had wonderful, creative solutions. They 
had amazing ideas: Let’s use algae, 
let’s use cooking oil, let’s use biomass; 
and, of course from West Virginia, let’s 
use coal. 

We also had a gentleman who offered 
a great national call for conservation, 
that we would incorporate our youth 
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through education and other methods 
to get involved with how we can con-
serve. But the most thing I heard was 
the question of frustration, and why 
are we not doing anything? 

Unfortunately, this House has yet to 
act on any legislation that will actu-
ally make a difference. And it is time 
for a change. It is time for this Con-
gress to get serious about protecting 
consumers and taking action on real 
solutions. 

West Virginians are less concerned, 
as the previous speaker said, about the 
political battles that are encompassing 
Capitol Hill. We are more concerned 
about a bipartisan breakthrough that 
actually increases supply and makes 
our Nation more self-reliant. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, I 
yield such time as the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) may consume. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank 
my distinguished friend from Massa-
chusetts, who came here to discuss 
what I thought I came here to vote on, 
and that is the Flood Insurance Reform 
and Modernization Act of 2008. 

Lest we lose sight of the importance 
of flood insurance, coming from an 
area where that is a continuing critical 
problem and knowing that those in the 
Midwest and certain portions of the 
South are presently suffering in that 
regard, it is regrettable that we are not 
focusing on the importance of that par-
ticular legislation. 

Now, let me also add my voice to the 
voices of my colleagues on the other 
side who continue to say that they 
want to do something about the con-
tinuing increase in the price of gaso-
line. 

I recently was before an editorial 
board, the Sun Sentinel Newspaper, in 
my hometown, and I was asked the 
question: What are you all in Congress 
going to do about gas prices? 

A footnote right here. I would that 
my colleagues would stop the folly of 
using the words of an aide in a congres-
sional office as the strategy of the 
Democratic Party. What I said to my 
newspaper was we were going to use an 
awful lot of hyperbole between now— 
we, meaning the Congress; we, meaning 
the U.S. House and Senate; we, mean-
ing Democrats and Republicans; we, 
meaning liberals and conservatives. 

What we were going to do between 
now and the election, I said to them, 
was talk a lot about things that are 
likely to take place in the future but 
that cost an immense amount of 
money in order to accomplish. And I 
said to them, let me give you the hy-
perbole. We are going to use the lan-
guage geothermal. We are going to say 
biomass. You are going to hear alter-
native energy, solar or wind. You are 
going to hear all of those things, and 
many of those things are certainly 
going to be a part of our energy pro-
duction at some point in the future. 

I also rather suspect that what is 
going to happen is those companies 
that supply energy today are more 
likely than not to be involved in that 

research and production of the alter-
native energy sources. But to say that 
the Democrats have done nothing, and 
I am now here 15 years and I have seen 
12 years of the Republicans’ attempts 
to do something about energy which 
amounted obviously to nothing. 

So the Democrats are in charge 11⁄2 
years, and we are told with a White 
House that is more than involved in 
the energy issues of this Nation and 
this world, and with a Senate that 
won’t move a single solitary thing that 
is productive coming from the House of 
Representatives; we still have managed 
to enact into law the Energy Independ-
ence and Security Act in 2007, the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve Fill Suspen-
sion and Consumer Protection Act. 

b 1200 

We enacted into law the Food Con-
servation and Energy Act of 2008, and I 
won’t go into all of the details. There 
is more coming, reducing transit fares, 
cracking down on price gouging, use or 
lose it, which my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle seem to have for-
gotten that we just voted on before we 
left here, and that we are likely, just 
so I give them a heads-up, give you an-
other chance not to go with use it or 
lose it, which compels the oil industry 
to start drilling or lose permits on 68 
million acres of undeveloped Federal 
oil reserves which they are currently 
warehousing, keeping domestic supply 
lower and prices higher. We need to 
further close the Enron loophole which 
was also a part of that legislation. 

We have also passed the Renewable 
Energy and Job Creation Act. We 
passed the Gas Price Relief For Con-
sumers Act. We passed the Energy 
Gouging Prevention Act. 

So I continue with what I said to my 
newspaper, we were going to say switch 
grass. We were going to say algae. We 
were going to say use cane as Brazil 
does. We were going to say all of those 
things, and then when we finish, we are 
not going to do one single solitary 
thing that is going to cause Jane 
Lunchbucket, when she goes to the gas 
pump next Thursday, to witness a re-
duction in her gas prices. 

We have tried as best we can to deal 
with speculators that we know have 
driven up some of these prices. We are 
doing everything that we can to try to 
ensure that the 200,000 acres of oil 
shale that are already under the con-
trol of six companies are utilized. 

We allow that people need to under-
stand that if we drill off the coast of 
Florida, and let it be clearly under-
stood by everybody in this House of 
Representatives that I will be the last 
man standing saying that you will not 
drill off the shore of Florida beyond the 
limits of the law that all of us agreed 
to until such time you change that 
law. Florida’s beaches are pristine. 
Florida’s tourism depends upon them, 
and I am astounded that my California 
colleagues would come here and say 
that they want that kind of drilling. 
We own that opportunity. Sixty-eight 

million acres are already leased; as 
well as 23 million acres in the Arctic. 
What in the world are you talking 
about? Why are the oil companies not 
doing that drilling at this point? 

And you come down here with some 
simplistic solution saying that some 
child in an office back there said drive 
small cars and wait for the wind. We 
aren’t going to wait for the wind. T. 
Boone Pickens is not waiting for the 
wind. He has been an oil man all of his 
life, and he has decided that among the 
things that he is going to do is get in-
volved in wind research. 

I go to Denmark frequently in an or-
ganization that I work with. Denmark 
is supplying more than 30 percent of 
their energy with wind. And most of 
the windmills that you see come from 
that Denmark area. Assuredly at some 
point wind is going to be a major 
source, as is geothermal, as is gasifi-
cation. 

All of us know the buzz words, but 
let’s stop kidding Americans. The solu-
tions are costly, and the energy compa-
nies are the ones that are more likely 
to do this rather than us sitting around 
here with some mumbo-jumbo and a 
bunch of people running down here so 
that they can have a bumper sticker. 

Everybody goes home, everybody 
buys gas, everybody knows it is high, 
and none of us in this place are going 
to do one doggone thing between now 
and the time that we leave here that is 
going to cause it to come down that 
much that it will be dramatic. 

I have one more proposal: A tax cred-
it for Jane Lunchbucket and Joe 
Lunchbucket. Give them a tax credit. 
When I was a child, we had oil coupons 
because oil was cheap, not cheap, but 
at the same time was not plentiful. So 
during the Second World War, we did 
what was necessary, and I would ask 
all of my colleagues in this body, just 
ask yourself the question: What would 
Roosevelt do? I think what he would do 
is say that we have a national crisis 
and that we owe it to ourselves to 
focus on what it will take, worldwide, 
in this global economy that we live in 
and in our Nation to undertake to do 
what is necessary for the American 
public. 

I thank my colleague for yielding me 
this time. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Speak-
er, I rise in support of this motion to 
instruct, but I also rise in support of 
my colleagues who today are stressing 
the plight of the American people con-
cerning the price of gasoline. 

Let me just note that this weekend I 
was surfing in my district. My wife and 
I are avid surfers, and my friend and 
colleague from Florida, who also, of 
course, represents a State with a long 
coastline, should understand that we 
have had offshore oil rigs off California 
for many, many years, off of my dis-
trict for many, many years. The only 
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oil spill we have ever had has come 
from a tanker which had an accident 
off our shore. 

Those people who are adamantly op-
posed to offshore oil drilling, as we 
have just heard, are actually making 
us more vulnerable. They are making 
their pristine beaches more vulnerable 
to spills because a tanker has about a 
500 percent greater chance of spilling 
oil than does an offshore oil rig. 

In fact, let us note that we have 
heard the argument time and again, 
why aren’t the oil companies drilling 
off the land they have already been 
given? In my area that is very clear. 
The reason the oil companies can’t pro-
ceed is that they have been stopped by 
roadblocks put before them, legislative 
and legal and regulatory roadblocks by 
radical environmental groups that 
won’t let them drill and won’t let them 
get to that oil. As long as the alliance 
for the radical environmentalists and 
the liberal wing of the Democratic 
Party keeps hold, we are not going to 
get that supply. 

The price of oil is high, gasoline is 
high because the supply is down. The 
supply is down because there is a coali-
tion between the liberal left and rad-
ical environmentalists that have pre-
vented any type of new supply from 
being developed in the last 30 years. 
It’s as simple as that. The money being 
extracted from our pockets at the 
pump is a result of the lack of supply. 
The idea that pristine beaches are 
going to be threatened by offshore oil 
rigs has been used to diminish supply 
and increase the price of oil at the 
pump. 

I rise in support of the motion to in-
struct and the arguments in favor of 
more supply of oil for our country. 

Mr. CAPUANO. I yield such time as 
he may consume to the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK). 

Mr. STUPAK. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I was not going to speak here this 
morning, but I have heard the rhetoric 
on the floor and it is really sort of dis-
heartening to be a Member of this body 
and see all the pointing of fingers going 
on on energy. I sit on the Energy and 
Commerce Committee and in my role 
as the chairman of the Oversight and 
Investigations Subcommittee, we have 
held six hearings in the last 2 years 
about what is happening with gas 
prices, oil supply, and what is hap-
pening in our markets, especially with 
speculators. We continue to work on 
legislation to do a number of things. 

But I think the honest thing we have 
to tell the American people, any Mem-
ber of this House, Democrat or Repub-
lican, if they had it within their power 
to lower a price of a gallon of gas, they, 
we, would do it. We would have done it. 
We realize the pain that is being felt by 
the American people. 

When I was home doing my Fourth of 
July parades, people demanded we do 
something. I finally said to one of 
them, ‘‘Don’t you think if Congress had 
the magic wand and could lower gas 

prices tomorrow, we would have done 
it?’’ There are some things that are out 
of the hands of the U.S. Congress at 
this point in time. 

So what is our strategy to move for-
ward? What can we do immediately? 
Supply and demand. It is more than 
just supply and demand. The price has 
doubled within a year, and there have 
been no shortages in the supply. 

If you take a look, when we were 
doing these Fourth of July parades, oil 
was $145 a barrel. Today, Thursday, 
July 10, USA Today, Moneyline, it is 
$136.05. Why did it drop $10 in less than 
7 days? That’s the volatility we see in 
the market right now. It is a very vola-
tile market. Some of us want to bring 
stability to the market and lower these 
prices. Why the $10 drop when nothing 
has really happened? There is no more 
supply that came on the market. We do 
have more speculators. We do have this 
Democratic Congress holding hearings, 
like in the Ag Committee, regarding 
excess speculation in the market. 
Some of us have been working on that 
angle since 2006. 

We have had legislation, the PUMP 
Act, to stabilize prices and to lower 
prices. So if you take a look at the 
PUMP Act regarding how we get these 
prices down from $136, it is to close the 
Enron loophole. The Enron loophole 
says the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission will not deal with energy 
or energy derivatives. We had turned a 
blind eye to what happened in the mar-
ket. 

We should close the swaps loopholes. 
Eighty-five percent of the trades now 
on energy are going through a swap 
loophole. 

We should enforce the aggregate posi-
tion. You’re only supposed to hold 
20,000 contracts for oil on NYMEX. So I 
hold 20,000 on NYMEX. I hold 20 on 
Dubai, I hold 20 on the London ex-
change, the ICE Exchange, as they call 
it. There are 60,000 contracts. Every 
contract represents a thousand barrels 
of oil. 

The foreign boards of trade. You set 
up a foreign board of trade and you 
give it a name like the London Ex-
change or ICE Exchange, and guess 
what, we outsource the enforcement of 
the trading that is going on in this 
country for West Texas intermediate 
crude oil. That’s what has happened. 
We’ve outsourced our responsibility, 
and we rely on London and Dubai to 
enforce laws to make sure that the 
markets are performing accurately and 
not these wild swings we see each and 
every day. 

So I don’t care if you’re Democrat or 
Republican, if we had a way to lower 
gas prices, we would do it. 

I believe one thing we can do to im-
mediately bring some relief, without 
drilling all over the world, is close 
these loopholes, the Enron loophole, 
the swaps loophole, enforce aggregate 
positions, close the foreign boards of 
trades. We can do that. We are having 
a hearing today, and it will be going 
again tomorrow, and hopefully next 

week we can bring forth this legisla-
tion. So let’s take the speculators out 
of the market so we bring a stable 
price and less volatility in the market. 

And then let’s look at opening more 
areas for drilling. Democrats are for 
that. We are for that when we take a 
look at the long term. And why don’t 
we streamline. In fact, we did. In 2005, 
the Energy Policy Act, passed under 
the Republican majority, I was a con-
feree to that bill, we streamlined so we 
could bring more refineries online, but 
no one has done that. We streamlined 
the process so it is easier. 

So all of this finger pointing going on 
here is not doing the American people 
or any of us a lot of good. 

We have to look at alternative fuels. 
The first commercial bio-diesel fuel in 
Michigan is in my district. I am proud 
of that. Is it enough? No, but it is a 
start. 

So we need a short-term strategy and 
a long-term strategy. I think the 
PUMP Act prevents an unfair manipu-
lation of prices, gives a short-term 
strategy, stabilizes the prices, and gets 
the volatility and excess speculation 
out of the market. And then let’s look 
at long-term solutions. 

So instead of coming down here and 
saying one side is going to do this and 
one side can’t do that, that is hogwash. 
None of us have within our power to 
lower gas prices today or tomorrow. 
Let’s be honest with the American peo-
ple. What we can do is get the specu-
lators out of the market, do a reason-
able approach, and let’s take a look at 
some long-term solutions. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, 
just in response to the gentleman, 
what can we do, we can increase the 
supply. And as the other previous 
speaker from Florida said, we are not 
talking about geothermal or switch 
grass, Madam Speaker. We are talking 
about proven technology. We know we 
that can use oil. We know that we can 
use nuclear. We know that we can use 
coal. And the only way you are ever 
going to lower the price is increase 
supply, yet my colleagues on the other 
side are saying ‘‘no.’’ The American 
people are saying ‘‘yes.’’ 

I yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. WEST-
MORELAND) who has been trying to 
bring this point to the forefront in this 
Congress. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I also want to address what 
the gentleman from Michigan on the 
other side just got through saying 
about they are for drilling. Well, if 
they are for drilling, why is it that 
they pulled the appropriations bill 
when there was just a mention of hav-
ing an amendment to allow drilling? 

Let me just go back to April 2006 
when then-minority leader NANCY 
PELOSI, now Speaker, said the Demo-
crats have a commonsense plan to 
lower the skyrocketing price of gas. 
Where is that plan? Well, the plan was 
supposed to be, I guess, H.R. 6, the En-
ergy Independence and Security Act of 
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2007 which came forth. I am assuming 
this was the commonsense plan that 
the Democrats had. 

b 1215 

Well, you know what? If they want 
bipartisan for it, if they wanted to vote 
on drilling, if they want to vote on get-
ting to the Outer Continental Shelf, or 
if they wanted to be serious about tar 
sands, alternative fuels, coal-to-liquid, 
shale oil, then why did we have a 
closed rule? Why did we shut out half 
of the American people in this country 
that have representation in this body 
that didn’t have a voice about an 
amendment on the floor that did not 
have an amendment in the Rules Com-
mittee? 

If we’re so bipartisan now that this 
issue has come up and that the major-
ity has not been able to address it, why 
are we wanting to be bipartisan now? 
Why weren’t we bipartisan when we 
passed H.R. 6? And let me tell you this: 
In that bill of over 300 pages, crude 
oil’s mentioned five times, gasoline is 
mentioned one; exploratory drilling is 
mentioned two; offshore drilling, zero; 
domestic drilling, zero; domestic oil, 
zero; domestic gas, zero; domestic fuel, 
zero; domestic petroleum, zero; gas 
prices, zero. Commonsense, goose egg. 

Greenhouse, 103; green building, 101; 
ecosystem, 24; climate change, 18; regu-
lation, 98; environmental, 160; geo-
thermal, 94; renewable, 333; swimming 
pool, 47. And yes, don’t forget the pop-
ular CFL light bulb, 350 times. 

Madam Speaker, we cannot regulate 
our way to energy independence. We 
cannot tax our way to prosperity. 
When is the majority party going to 
understand that we have got to do 
some of these things that we hear them 
talking about? 

It’s time to show the American peo-
ple, Madam Speaker, that we mean 
business about lowering the price of 
gas at the pump. I want to quote this, 
and I think this is a representation of 
what the Democratic Party did to the 
American people in 2006. 

This is a quote from Mr. KANJORSKI 
from a newspaper: 

‘‘Now, anybody who is a good student 
of government would know that wasn’t 
true,’’ Mr. KANJORSKI said at an Ashley 
town hall meeting in August. And he 
was talking about ending the war. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. ‘‘But you 
know the temptation to want to win 
back Congress—we sort of stretched 
the facts, and the American people ate 
it up.’’ 

Well, I’ve got something to say to 
Mr. KANJORSKI and the majority party. 
The people are paying the price for 
that meal that they had of lies and 
untruths and half-truths. They’re pay-
ing the price for it at the pump. 

It’s time we took action. It’s time we 
make it where the American people 

didn’t have to make the choice of vis-
iting a sick relative in the hospital or 
going to work. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, I 
wouldn’t mind getting a list of these 
radical environmentalists. I would like 
to know who they are because I 
wouldn’t want to associate with them. 
I don’t know where they’re meeting to 
somehow deny the oil companies their 
massive profits. I would like to know 
what they are doing. When they get the 
list of radical environmentalists, I 
would just respectfully ask that they 
send it over to me because I would like 
to know who they are so I can make 
sure not to hang around with them. 

As I understand it, I still haven’t 
heard any reason—I don’t understand 
this. We have said ‘‘yes’’ to drilling. We 
have given out 68 million acres to do it 
on. We have given out 10,000 permits 
that are being unused now. Right now 
as we speak. There are refineries that 
have excess capacity right now. Right 
now. Today. Right this very minute. 
Not being utilized. 

With all of this land that they have 
that they don’t want to use, we’re sim-
ply trying to get them to use it. Even 
JOHN MCCAIN says he doesn’t want to 
drill in ANWR. He knows that that’s a 
red herring. He knows that that’s not 
the answer. He knows that there are 
other answers that are more readily 
available that will get us where we 
want to go more quickly without de-
stroying the last bit of environmental 
parts of this country that we have. 

Now, don’t get me wrong. I’m not 
going to agree with many things that 
Mr. MCCAIN has to say. But he’s right 
on one. And I’ll give it to him. 

If the companies don’t want to use 
the land that they have, why don’t 
they give it back? Either drill or get 
off the plot. Very simple. Or explain to 
us who these radical environmentalists 
are who have somehow secretively been 
so successful at foiling the good-heart-
ed intentions of our major oil compa-
nies in providing us low-cost oil. Be-
cause if that’s the case, I will sign up 
with Exxon and Sunoco right now and 
deny my friends on the environmental 
side, unless, of course, I find that 
they’re so successful, they’re so capa-
ble that maybe they’ll convert me, and 
maybe I will join them. But I’d cer-
tainly like to know who they are. 

Mr. DOYLE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CAPUANO. I certainly will yield 
to my friend from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DOYLE. Since the oil companies 
apparently don’t want to drill in all of 
this land that’s accessible to them 
today, and since our friends on the 
other side of the aisle want so des-
perately to get oil out in America to 
lower gas prices, I would ask them to 
join Democrats in asking President 
Bush to release 10 percent of its gross 
70 million barrels of oil in the economy 
immediately, not 10 years down the 
road once we start some new drilling 
project, but immediately we could have 
oil in the domestic economy just by re-

leasing 10 percent of the SPR without 
affecting any national security con-
cerns and gasoline prices could come 
down. 

So I hope my friends on the other 
side of the aisle will join us in asking 
President Bush to do that imme-
diately. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, 
maybe they can just say ‘‘yes’’ to that. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, 
it’s my honor to yield 1 minute to the 
distinguished minority leader, Mr. 
BOEHNER. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Let me thank my 
colleague from Texas for yielding. 

I think all of us understand that 
American families are struggling with 
the high costs of food, health care, and 
yes, the high cost of gasoline. Small 
businesses are struggling. And what 
Americans are about to see in the com-
ing months is that the cost of fuel is in 
virtually everything that we buy and 
everything that we use. And when we 
begin to see these giant price increases 
in the coming months, the squeeze on 
American families and small busi-
nesses is going to get a lot worse. 

That’s why I and my Republican col-
leagues have been supporting a plan 
that says, Let’s do all of the above. If 
we’re serious about energy independ-
ence, we’re serious about wanting to 
help our economy, help families, and 
help small businesses. We know we 
need to conserve more fuel, more en-
ergy in America. That’s why many of 
us voted to increase CAFE standards to 
get higher fuel mileage for American 
cars. We also need to continue to pro-
mote biofuels, and whether it’s cel-
lulosic ethanol, whether it’s regular 
ethanol, biodiesel, there’s still room to 
grow in the biodiesel area. 

We also need to have alternative 
sources of energy, whether it be wind, 
whether it be solar, geothermal, hydro-
electric. All of these alternatives are 
out there. But we ought to make sure 
that the incentives that we have are 
sufficient to help bring these alter-
natives to market as soon as we can. 

But we also need to be serious about 
nuclear energy. France produces al-
most 80 percent of its electric from nu-
clear energy. In America, we’ve put 
such a stranglehold on the ability to 
construct a nuclear plant that it takes 
over 15 years and billions of dollars to 
maybe, maybe get one sited, much less 
build it and to operate it. We can meet 
all of the safety concerns of nuclear en-
ergy in a much more efficient way that 
would allow people to bring these 
plants on and save the oil, gas, and 
coal that is used today. 

But even if we did all of these, we 
haven’t done enough. We haven’t done 
enough to take the step toward truly 
helping Americans be energy inde-
pendent. And that’s where we need to 
drill. We need more American-made oil 
and gas. And we can do this. But a lot 
of people on the other side continue to 
say no. 
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1989, when the ANWR bill was on this 

floor, GEORGE MILLER, my colleague 
and friend from California, said, We 
shouldn’t pass this. Because even if we 
passed it, we wouldn’t see any oil or 
gas out of ANWR for 10 or 12 years. 
Well, let’s see. I’m not the greatest 
mathematician, but that was some-
where around the year 2000 we would 
have started to see a million to a mil-
lion and a half barrels of oil a day com-
ing out of ANWR. 

The House has passed ANWR drilling 
legislation 10 or 12 times. It’s the Sen-
ate that continues to block it. But in 
1995, the Senate actually came along. 
We passed an ANWR drilling bill. We 
sent it to President Bill Clinton. And 
he said when he was vetoing the bill 
that well, even if this were to become 
law, we wouldn’t see any oil or natural 
gas out of ANWR for 10 years. Well, 
let’s see. That’s 2005. So for the last 3 
years we would have been getting a 
million to a million and a half barrels 
of oil a day. 

Now, my colleagues on the other side 
want to make all kinds of excuses. 
They want to blame the speculators, 
they want to blame the oil companies, 
they want to blame everybody other 
than who they should blame. Get the 
mirror out. Look in the mirror, be-
cause it’s my colleagues on the other 
side over the last 20 years who, over 85 
percent of the time, have voted to 
block more American-made energy. 
Every single time. 

Now, we’ve been having this debate 
the last several months about having a 
pro-energy vote here on the floor of the 
House. Right here. Right here in the 
people’s House. Why can’t we vote? 
Why can’t we have a debate? Why can’t 
we let the American people see where 
their Congress is, where their Members 
are? What do we have to fear? Oh. We 
have to stop the appropriation process 
because oh my goodness, somebody 
might offer an amendment that would 
lift the moratorium on offshore drill-
ing. We can’t expose our Members to a 
vote like that. They might vote the 
wrong way. 

Why can’t we have a vote right here 
on the floor of the House on drilling in 
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, a 
19-million acre plot of ground and 
where we would use about 2,000 acres to 
actually do the drilling? Now, if you 
want to look at that, that’s the size of 
a postage stamp on a football field. 
That’s how much of ANWR would be af-
fected by oil production up there. 

Why not have a vote? Why not let the 
Members make a decision. Offshore oil 
drilling. How about oil shale in the 
Intermountain West? Why can’t we 
have a vote here to have more energy 
production? 

But I’m going to say it one more 
time. We need to do all of the above if 
we’re serious. And we can drill in an 
environmentally sound way, and that’s 
what we should be doing. 

Madam Speaker, I support the gen-
tleman’s motion to instruct, and I 
would tell my colleagues on the other 

side we’re not going to leave here for 
the August recess until we get a vote 
on having more American-made en-
ergy. 

And I see my friend, the majority 
leader, coming down. Maybe he can 
promise us that we will get a vote over 
the next 3 weeks on having more en-
ergy produced right here in America. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the majority leader, 
the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I was in my office, as I have been 
over the days recently, where I see the 
distinguished minority leader rise, I 
see other Members on that side of the 
aisle rise, beat their chests about drill-
ing. My side of the aisle is for drilling. 
We just had a press conference on drill-
ing. But as I sit there, I think to my-
self, you know, the American people 
gave the opportunity to the Republican 
Party, the minority party now in the 
House of Representatives, to lead this 
country; and they gave them all of the 
power in Washington. They gave them 
the Presidency, the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the United States 
Senate. They did that in the year 2000. 
They had already given them the 
House, and two oil men were elected 
President and Vice President. 

In January, the Vice President de-
cided to have, and he had over the com-
ing months in 2001, he convened a 
meeting, a secret meeting of those in-
volved in the energy industry to adopt 
energy policies. 

Now that meeting—the minority 
leader is now leaving, but we will see 
him later—that meeting perhaps re-
sulted in success, I don’t know. I don’t 
know what the meeting was about. 

But during the course of the Presi-
dency of Bill Clinton, oil went from 
$1.06 to $1.46. A nickel a year, 5 cents 
per year was the increase in the cost of 
gasoline at the pump for Americans. 

b 1230 

And then, President Bush, Vice 
President CHENEY, the Republicans 
came to town, all of town, and gas 
went from $1.46 in January 20, 2001, to 
over $4.10 on average throughout this 
country. Pretty stark. It now goes up 
from time to time 5 cents a day, where 
under Bill Clinton 5 cents a year. 

And then the Republicans, 5 years 
later, adopted a bill, 2005, their energy 
policy. They were in control of the 
House, control of the Senate, and they 
had the Presidency. They passed that 
bill. Gas was then about $2.20. And they 
said we’ve adopted an energy policy— 
said it on the floor, said it when they 
signed the bill—we have done a bill 
now that’s going to stabilize prices, 
going to make sure that Americans 
have energy supply. That’s what they 
said. That’s not what we said. 

Now, ladies and gentlemen who are 
listening to this debate on this floor, I 
tell you that there are 68 million acres 
right now, right now available for leas-
ing. You wring your hands and say, 

well, open up places for drilling. We’ve 
done that, friends. Look at the statis-
tics, 68 million acres in the lower 48 
and another 20 million acres, give or 
take a million, in Alaska. 

They talk about a wildlife refuge 
that they want to drill in, but they 
don’t talk about the 20 million acres in 
the National Petroleum Reserve area 
in Alaska currently available. The ad-
ministration could be pursuing leases 
on it. We may well have legislation to 
say, Administration, start moving, 
start drilling, start bringing product to 
the market so we’ll bring prices down. 

Now, of course, one of the aspects of 
bringing prices down, my friends, will 
be that the oil companies will make 
less profits. I know everybody in Amer-
ica believes that the oil companies 
want to get more products so they can 
bring prices down and make less profit. 
I know all Americans believe that’s the 
way the system works. 

The Republicans keep harping on 
drilling. We want to drill. We want to 
produce more American product. And 
by the way, we’re going to bring legis-
lation to the floor that’s going to say 
when you drill, sell it here in the 
United States of America, keep our re-
sources here in the United States of 
America. 

I want to tell my friends, there are 88 
million acres. And now, let me tell you 
something, 88 million acre, that’s 
Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, New 
York, Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, Delaware, and most of 
Maryland. Now, I know my friend from 
Texas thinks that’s not much of an 
area of space, but I will bet everybody 
listening to this debate thinks that is a 
pretty large piece of property on which 
you can drill in America today. Why? 
Because we want to produce energy. 

But I will tell you, one of the reasons 
we’re in this pickle is because for a 
quarter of a century, for a quarter of a 
century that I’ve served in the Con-
gress, a little more than that, the Re-
publican Party has taken the position, 
no, we don’t want to invest in alter-
natives, we don’t want to see alter-
native energy sources developed. 

And you can say it’s not true as 
much as you want, I tell my friend, but 
the record reflects that has not been 
the priority. The priority has been, 
let’s get more oil. We want to get more 
oil. 

But I will tell you a country, as 
Boone Pickens said—I don’t know 
whether you read Boone Pickens. He’s 
one of the people who thinks that some 
of the policies you have been pursuing 
aren’t too bad. He’s not a Democrat. 
Here is what Boone Pickens said. The 
problem, of course, is our growing de-
pendence on foreign oil. It’s extreme, 
it’s dangerous, and threatens future 
generations. And he says in this article 
in The Wall Street Journal, you are 
not going to drill yourself out of this 
hole that we’ve dug. He says, right-
fully, that we need to see investments 
in alternatives. 

Now, happily, last year when we took 
office, took control of the House and 
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the Senate, we adopted a bill, the 
President signed that bill, which looks 
to alternatives to complement the rel-
atively small supply. America demands 
25 percent of the energy resources in 
this world, and we have 3 percent of the 
petroleum supply. My friend the minor-
ity leader said he wasn’t much of a 
mathematician, but you don’t have to 
be much of a mathematician to know 
that if you’re relying on that 3 percent, 
it’s not going to be there very long. 

So, yes, my friends, we need to find 
more domestic product. We need to 
drill where we now have authorized 
drilling to occur, and if that doesn’t 
produce the resources that experts tell 
us are on that property, then I tell you 
this. Then we ought to look at other 
alternatives, and perhaps we ought to 
look at other alternatives now. 

But for you to have a blind eye and 
pretend to the American people that 
somehow we’re not allowing people to 
pursue drilling on our soil here in 
America and on the Outer Continental 
Shelf, I want you to know, that is cur-
rently authorized where drilling is not 
occurring, then you are misleading the 
American people. The American people 
ought to know: The Democrats want to 
make sure that we have more domestic 
product. 

The Speaker has written a letter to 
the President just the other day say-
ing, Mr. President, we have 773 million 
barrels of oil that are in our Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve. Mr. President, use 
some of those, as your father did, as 
Bill Clinton did, at a time of economic 
crisis to help our people, help our peo-
ple get to work, help them get their 
kids to school, help them afford their 
other expenses. 

So I tell my friends that we need to 
deal with this issue. We’re going to 
deal with this issue. We’re concerned 
about this issue, all 435 of us, but to 
hear day after day after day that some-
how we, who came to office just 18 
months ago, after an energy policy was 
conjured up by the Vice President and 
the White House and an energy bill was 
passed in 2005, that somehow, somehow 
what’s happening now is our fault, the 
American public aren’t buying that. 
Polls show that. 

But I will tell you, that we can work 
together because we need to be energy 
independent. It’s a national security 
objective, an economic security objec-
tive, and we also need to keep our envi-
ronment from choking our children and 
generations to come. 

We’re committed to both of those ob-
jectives, and we will join with all those 
who want to do the same. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, 
one of the things I want to say is we 
are more than willing to work in a bi-
partisan way if the majority leader has 
a plan to supplant the fact that we im-
port 13 million barrels a day. If he’s got 
some plan to do that, the Republicans 
will stay here till December to pass 
that legislation. 

I just want to also let the gentleman 
know that the largest wind farm in the 

world is in my congressional district, 
and there’s more wind power in my 
congressional district than in the 
whole State of California. We were able 
to accomplish that in just 5 years. 

Madam Speaker, what the American 
people that are here today, they want 
to know is, is this Congress, is this ma-
jority, going to do something about en-
ergy. Either yes or no. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, I 
think everything that needs to be said 
has been said. I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to listen to the preview of the 
November election. I look forward to 
seeing the 30-second version. I don’t 
know how it’s going to be cut down, 
but I’m looking forward to it. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to instruct. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on questions previously 
postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: ordering the previous question 
on House Resolution 1317, and adopting 
House Resolution 1317, if ordered. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1286, WASHINGTON-RO-
CHAMBEAU REVOLUTIONARY 
ROUTE NATIONAL HISTORIC 
TRAIL DESIGNATION ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on House 
Resolution 1317, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 226, nays 
185, not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 480] 

YEAS—226 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 

Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 

Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 

Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Hastings (FL) 

Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 

Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—185 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 

Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Chabot 
Childers 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 

Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Goode 
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Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 

McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—23 

Andrews 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Carter 
Dingell 
Edwards (TX) 
Fortenberry 

Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gohmert 
Granger 
Harman 
Hill 
Hulshof 
Kennedy 

Pickering 
Pryce (OH) 
Reyes 
Rush 
Smith (TX) 
Speier 
Waxman 
Wilson (NM) 

b 1304 

Messrs. SAXTON, EVERETT, 
RAMSTAD, EHLERS, and KINGSTON 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, on that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 224, nays 
182, not voting 28, as follows: 

[Roll No. 481] 

YEAS—224 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 

Boren 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chandler 
Childers 

Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 

Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 

Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 

Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—182 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 

Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 

Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 

Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 

Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—28 

Andrews 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cannon 
Capuano 
Dingell 
Fortenberry 

Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gohmert 
Harman 
Heller 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Issa 

Lungren, Daniel 
E. 

Murphy, Patrick 
Pickering 
Pryce (OH) 
Reyes 
Rogers (MI) 
Rush 
Smith (TX) 
Waxman 
Wilson (NM) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1311 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 1286. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

WASHINGTON-ROCHAMBEAU REVO-
LUTIONARY ROUTE NATIONAL 
HISTORIC TRAIL DESIGNATION 
ACT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 1317 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1286. 

b 1314 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1286) to 
amend the National Trails System Act 
to designate the Washington-Rocham-
beau Revolutionary Route National 
Historic Trail, with Mr. ROSS in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 04:17 Jul 11, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00020 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A10JY7.005 H10JYPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6365 July 10, 2008 
The gentleman from West Virginia 

(Mr. RAHALL) and the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Today, we are considering H.R. 1286, 
legislation introduced by our col-
league, Representative MAURICE HIN-
CHEY of New York. I might also add 
that it was some 9 years ago that the 
initial study on this legislation was 
initiated by our colleague from Con-
necticut, Mr. JOHN LARSON, and I wish 
to commend his leadership, as well as 
Mr. HINCHEY’s leadership on the pend-
ing bill. 

The pending legislation will des-
ignate a National Historic Trail, trac-
ing the routes taken in 1781 by the ar-
mies of General George Washington 
and French Count Rochambeau on 
their march from New England to face 
the British Army at Yorktown, Vir-
ginia. 

The story of this trail is a fas-
cinating piece of our history. The 
French Army, after wintering in New-
port, Rhode Island, marched southwest 
in early July to join General Wash-
ington and his troops at Phillipsburg, 
New York. On August 18, the soldiers, 
and their provisions and armaments, 
started to slip away from Philipsburg. 

The troops and their supplies trav-
eled 600 miles over a network of stra-
tegic roads and waterways through 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Maryland, the future District of Co-
lumbia, and Virginia. They reached 
Williamsburg in late September, 1781. 

With a French fleet in the Chesa-
peake, blocking British reinforcements 
from New York or a sea escape for 
Cornwallis’ troops, Washington and Ro-
chambeau laid siege to Cornwallis’ 
army at Yorktown. Three weeks later, 
on October 19, 1781, the British troops 
laid down their arms. 

I would note that when we bring 
forth legislation of this nature, con-
cerns have been raised in some cor-
ridors regarding any potential impacts 
on private property rights. I can assure 
this Committee that most of this trail 
follows public roads or crosses public 
lands. While the historic route does 
cross some private lands, the National 
Park Service does not propose or an-
ticipate any acquisition of private 
lands. 

I would also point out that nothing 
in the National Trails System cir-
cumvents the authority of the States 
over hunting and fishing. However, to 
make this matter crystal clear, the 
rule governing debate over the pending 
measure adopted an amendment which 
reads as follows. Again, the rule gov-
erning debate over the pending meas-
ure adopted an amendment which reads 
as follows: 

‘‘Nothing in this act shall be con-
strued as affecting the authority, juris-
diction, or responsibility of the several 
States to manage, control, or regulate 

fish and resident wildlife under State 
law or regulations, including the regu-
lation of hunting, fishing, trapping, 
and recreational shooting. Nothing in 
this act shall be construed as limiting 
access for hunting, fishing, trapping, or 
recreational shooting.’’ 

I would say this language covers all 
the bases. Nothing in the pending 
measure in any way, shape, or form 
supercedes the authority of the States 
over hunting, fishing, trapping, and 
shooting. 

This is essentially the same language 
this body adopted last April by a vote 
of 416–5 during consideration of H.R. 
2016, the National Landscape Conserva-
tion System Act, per an amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. ALTMIRE). 

I would close by noting that the trail 
designated by this bill follows the rec-
ommendations of a National Park 
Service study, and the Bush adminis-
tration supports this legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Over the July 4th holiday, my wife 
and I rented the movie 1776. It’s one of 
my favorite ones. It has some histor-
ical accuracy, a lot of historical inac-
curacies, but it’s a fun movie. 

In the exposition of that, to show 
John Adams’s frustration at Congress 
at that time, he was called down to 
vote on a motion by Josiah Bartlett of 
New Hampshire, which is an effort that 
says that during the hostilities in 
which they are in, they shall dissuade 
any kind of dissipation, any extrava-
gances, any gambling, or any horse 
racing. That is when John Adams ex-
plodes and goes out on the street, with 
the classic lines in his opening song, 
which says about Congress in 1776: We 
piddle, twiddle, and resolve not one—I 
can’t use a swear word here, but it’s in 
there—not one thing do we solve. 

Now, the issue at hand in 1776 in 
Philadelphia was independence. They 
had already been fighting for a year. 
They had raised an army and appointed 
George Washington to do battle. Yet, 
they still refused to talk about the key 
sole issue of the day, which was inde-
pendence. Instead, they talked about 
everything else, every small, piddly 
idea they could come up with, rather 
than coming to the core. And that was 
John Adams’s frustration with that. 

As I was watching that movie, I 
thought, Gee, that is exactly like Con-
gress today. We are doing the same 
thing. 

I have to admit that I have a sense of 
frustration with congressional leader-
ship. It’s a 4-hour flight for me to come 
back here. Yet, every week I have been 
coming back on that 4-hour flight to 
deal with non-issues. We haven’t dealt 
with homeland security, we haven’t 
dealt with the appropriations, we 
haven’t dealt with energy issues. 

Instead, the key issue of this week is 
to federalize a trail that already exists, 
that is controlled by local govern-

ments, and there is absolutely nothing, 
nothing the Federal Government can 
do on this trail that couldn’t be accom-
plished by States and local govern-
ments through a well-written 
interlocal cooperation agreement. 

The sponsor does not live in the area 
of this trail. It encompasses nine 
States. Not all of the Members of Con-
gress who are impacted either in the 
trail area or abutting the trail area are 
cosponsors. 

The other side cannot even refute 
how many people understand or know 
that this trail is going to be impacting 
their lives. The estimates we have are 
less than 10 percent are understanding 
about this. 

Yet, the key issue is not necessarily 
the trail, because it’s already there. 
The key issue is who will be making 
decisions in the future about this trail. 
If it were possible that everyone in-
volved in this particular trail was 
happy about it, they liked the idea, 
they wanted it, but at some future date 
would like to make a decision about 
that trail, by passing this bill, all of a 
sudden we change the process and the 
place of that decision from localities 
back here to Washington. 

It’s about power, it’s about where do 
you actually make decisions in Amer-
ica. It’s about empowerment of individ-
uals. This bill simply takes the deci-
sion-making process away from local-
ities and puts it back here in Wash-
ington, where we have too many deci-
sion-making powers that we are al-
ready avoiding as is. 

They did take one amendment of 
mine and they eviscerated it, an 
amendment that dealt with second 
amendment rights, an amendment that 
dealt with all second amendment 
rights. Yet, the issue at hand that is 
now part of the underlying bill through 
a self-executing rule only deals with 
hunting, not all second amendment 
rights, which was the goal and the idea 
and what should have been in place, 
which simply means that if I’m hunt-
ing, I’m okay on this trail. If I’m try-
ing to protect myself, I’m not. If a 
mugger tries to attack me, I cannot 
protect myself unless first I’m trying 
to hunt the mugger. Or if a moose is 
shot by me, I better shoot it in the pos-
terior because if a moose is charging 
me, no longer is that hunting, that is 
now self-defense, and that is not al-
lowed with the amendment that came 
in here. 

It is simply an absurdity of situa-
tions, and it’s not an unrealistic ab-
surdity. Even the Washington Post did 
a recent article about serial killers 
along the Appalachian Trail. It is not a 
false fear in there, it’s a realistic fear. 
It’s a realistic fear that will be noted 
that when the Democrats made this 
self-executing rule, they did not defend 
all of the second amendment, only the 
so-called hunting rights, which is not, 
not the purpose of the second amend-
ment. 

But this is now simply the only bill 
that we will have of significance today. 
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It’s basically the crux of this entire 
week, which simply means Democratic 
leaders don’t want to address other 
issues. Specifically, energy issues. 
There is no issue of comprehensive pol-
icy of what we will be doing to address 
the energy crisis the Americans are 
facing. The appropriations process has 
simply shut down over the potential of 
doing that. 

So I fly back for 4 hours to come 
back here last week to talk about ban-
ning pet monkeys from crossing State 
lines. The week before, about the 
Chesapeake Bay. This week, I came 
back here so we could talk about a 
trail. 

Mr. Chairman, in all due sincerity, 
this is nothing but legislative filler. We 
are not dealing with the real issues 
that affect people or should be affect-
ing this Congress, we are dealing with 
the small stuff, the triviality, the leg-
islative minutia. This is like junk food, 
like cotton candy. It’s there. It’s fluffy, 
it’s airy. But it is not filling and has no 
fiber. It gives the illusion of activity, 
but in essence we are dealing with a 
cotton candy agenda. 

We have in essence a Democratic de 
facto filibuster against energy, against 
ever talking about it in any way, 
shape, or form. Instead, we have a 
trail. A trail that already exists, a trail 
that would be federalized, a trail that 
encompasses more power back here in 
Washington, instead of allowing people 
to help make decisions for themselves. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I will re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to illustrate 
the importance of this issue which we 
are dealing with here today and an 
issue in which I rise in strong support. 
It is a bipartisan effort to implement 
the National Park Service’s study that 
Congress mandated back in the 106th 
Congress. It’s an issue that has been 
pending for some time. 

The National Park Service study rec-
ommended that we designate as a Na-
tional Historic Trail this 600-mile route 
used by the allied armies under Gen-
eral George Washington and French 
Count Rochambeau in their epic march 
that led to the victory at Yorktown, 
Virginia, in 1781, and the independence 
of the United States of America. 

The trail travels mostly along exist-
ing roads, throughways, and publicly 
navigable waters from Rhode Island 
down to Yorktown, Virginia. Desig-
nating the Washington-Rochambeau 
Revolutionary Route as a National His-
toric Trail will help spur a greater un-
derstanding of our shared history and 
will help illuminate the important bat-
tle of a young country and its French 
allies against the rule of King George. 

I’d like to thank especially Chairmen 
RAHALL and GRIJALVA for moving this 
legislation through the hearing and 
markup process in the Natural Re-
sources Committee. I greatly appre-
ciate their support and assistance and 
that of their very capable staff. 

This designation is important be-
cause we have identified the scope of 
resources that we need to more effec-
tively commemorate this historic 
event. In particular, I am thrilled that 
the expanded involvement of the Na-
tional Park Service to preserve and in-
terpret the route will highlight to 
Americans, young and old, our earliest 
struggles as a country for our inde-
pendent rule on behalf of all of the peo-
ple of our country. 

The designation also calls for the in-
volvement of State and local historic 
organizations interested in commemo-
rating the heritage of the American 
Revolution, with a particular focus on 
the States of Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
and Virginia. It was on the 16th of De-
cember, 1999, that the Revolutionary 
War enthusiasts supporting a National 
Historic Trail designation of the Wash-
ington-Rochambeau Revolutionary 
Route organized themselves at the 
Washington headquarters in Newburgh, 
New York. 

They advocated for the route essen-
tially defined by the march taken by 
the Continental Army of General 
George Washington and by the French 
Army of Count Rochambeau on their 
way to their ultimate victory over 
British forces under the command of 
Major General Charles Cornwallis in 
Yorktown, Virginia, in 1781. The route 
also included the march of the French 
Army in 1782 as it returned back north 
up to Boston. 

b 1330 

In a 1999 interview with the histor-
ical magazine ‘‘American Heritage,’’ 
renowned author David McCullough 
claimed that ‘‘as you are working on 
the Revolutionary War, as I am doing 
now, you realize what the French did 
for us. We wouldn’t have a country if it 
weren’t for them,’’ David McCullough 
said. For that America will be forever 
grateful for the army led by Rocham-
beau, and this trail will significantly 
symbolize our appreciation and dedica-
tion to our shared history. 

I would like to thank all of the Revo-
lutionary War enthusiasts, the Na-
tional Park Service, and the many 
Members of Congress whose districts 
particularly host the route who have 
cosponsored this legislation. All of 
these participants helped make this 
designation possible. It is a designation 
that will raise to a much greater level 
the quality of heritage preservation all 
along the route by providing signage 
and other commemorative work di-
rected toward linking the Allied en-
campments along the Revolutionary 
march with a self-guided auto route, 
auxiliary hiking trails and appropriate 
historical signs. 

This commemorates one of the most 
significant events in the history of the 
United States of America. It is our 
major victory in the Revolutionary 
War, which led to the independence of 
our country, the foundation of our Con-

stitution, the creation of the Bill of 
Rights, and the leadership that we 
have provided for the following cen-
turies around the world. I am very 
much in support of this bill. I hope 
that every Member of this House of 
Representatives will vote for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SHIMKUS) such time as he may 
consume. 

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I come 
in support of the legislation. I served, 
as many people know, in the United 
States Army for 5 years actively, 23 in 
the Reserves, a West Point graduate, 
great respect for George Washington, 
who established the fortifications there 
at West Point, the longest active mili-
tary installation in the country. Of 
course, this constitutional Republic 
owes a great debt of gratitude to the 
French, and it is unfortunate we have 
to use discussions on this to come to 
the floor and exercise our rights of 
freedom and speech to talk about a new 
Declaration of Independence. So with 
respect to the chairman, I hope he will 
indulge me. 

When we talk about the day-to-day 
and we talk about around the Fourth of 
July, America knows that we are held 
captive to imported crude oil as energy 
and that we have to break away to be-
come energy independent and free. 
There are a lot of ways that we can do 
that, and I believe there is a huge con-
sensus in this Congress today. Unfortu-
nately, that consensus is not being al-
lowed to be brought to the floor, and 
that is why we have to use legislation 
like this to exercise our ability for free 
speech to talk about pressing concerns. 

We all know the problem, and I have 
tried to change my debate and discus-
sion away from the basic partisan as-
pects to just the realities. And the re-
ality is when President Bush became 
president, the price of a barrel of crude 
oil was $23. I highlight it here. I don’t 
shy away from that fact. When the 
Democrat majority came in, the price 
of a barrel of crude oil was $58. Yester-
day, I haven’t checked the spot price 
today, but yesterday’s price was $140. 
And all I have said on this floor now 
for about 12 weeks is that this 
trendline is bad, this trendline for our 
economy, for our middle class, for our 
lower middle class, for rural America, 
is not sustainable, and that we have to 
address this. And we can. We can ad-
dress it in a bipartisan manner on this 
floor. There are a lot of things we can 
do. 

We have tried on this floor numerous 
times to bring alternative fuel stand-
ards, the debate of using American 
coal, the largest recoverable resource 
we have. We have the largest recover-
able resource of coal as any country in 
the world in coal. People don’t under-
stand that, but we do. The Germans de-
veloped technology in World War II to 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6367 July 10, 2008 
take coal and turn it into liquid fuel. 
Wouldn’t that be helpful today in the 
high energy prices, to be able to take 
something that we have a lot of and 
turn it into liquid fuel to help us be-
come more independent from the im-
portation of crude oil, especially from 
dangerous places around the world, 
places that really don’t like us and we 
really would like to not have to be 
there. 

So when we talk about becoming en-
ergy independent, we would like to say 
we are always going to need some, so 
we have got North American allies, the 
Canadians, a great source of imported 
fossil fuels, Mexico, a great supporter 
of fossil fuels. Using that, using our 
own coal reserves and our other re-
sources, we could become independent 
from imported crude oil from other 
places. 

We are independent on energy for 
electricity. We produce in our country 
the electricity we need. So we can be 
independent. We are not independent 
on the energy we need in liquid fuel. 

One way we do this is with our great 
coal reserves. I am from Illinois, 250 
years worth of recoverable coal. You go 
to a coal mine, you build a coal mine, 
American jobs. You operate the coal 
mine, American jobs. You build a coal- 
to-liquid refinery, American jobs. You 
operate that refinery, American jobs. 
You actually have a tax base developed 
for our local schools. 

You build a pipeline from these refin-
eries to maybe the local airport. Four 
budget airlines are bankrupt. That 
means baggage handlers, ticket takers, 
pilots, planes sitting idle because they 
can no longer compete with the high 
aviation fuel. Well, you can make avia-
tion fuel from coal-to-liquid tech-
nology, 

The United States Air Force is the 
number one aviation fuel user in the 
world. Every time this barrel of crude 
oil goes up $1, it costs us, the tax-
payers, $60 million just to pay the avia-
tion jet fuel bill. They are asking us to 
do this. If we want to become energy 
independent, as we are speaking about 
the independence of our country, being 
free from foreign oppression, being free 
from foreign influence, we have to be-
come energy independent. 

Another way to do this is the Outer 
Continental Shelf. Great resources, bil-
lions of barrels of crude oil, trillions of 
cubic feet of natural gas, just waiting 
to be explored and recovered. These 
areas here in red are off limits by a dic-
tate imposed by Federal legislators 25, 
30 years ago, in a spending bill. We said 
in a spending bill you can’t go off the 
east coast. You can’t go in the eastern 
Gulf. You can’t go on the west coast. It 
is off limits. So a way that we could be-
come more independent, energy inde-
pendent, would be to use our vast coal 
resources and to open up the Outer 
Continental Shelf. I have another chart 
here I forgot to bring that talks about 
wind and solar. 

But the great thing about the Outer 
Continental Shelf is this: When we 

allow industry to look for, find and re-
cover this, it is my understanding they 
have to pay us for that, and how they 
pay us is in royalties. So if we are 
going to use money for solar and wind 
and renewable energy, what a great 
place to get the pay-for. 

I got a lot of Blue Dogs, they have 
been fighting the battle on pay-fors. 
What a great pay-for, to become energy 
independent by using the available oil 
and gas reserves, bringing more supply 
to the market, lowering the price. 

It is all gain. There is no disadvan-
tage to using our coal resources and 
creating jobs. There is no disadvantage 
to opening up the oil and gas reserves 
off the Outer Continental Shelf. And 
really there is no disadvantage into 
going into the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge, an area the size of the State of 
South Carolina, a drilling platform the 
size of Dulles Airport. To put it in per-
spective, take a football field and put a 
postage stamp on there. 

When you hear people talk about the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, it is 
not like Woodland Park in my home-
town of Collinsville, Illinois. That 
might be a little bit disruptive if you 
are drilling. It is not disruptive in an 
area the size of the State of South 
Carolina. 

So the frustration for me as a mem-
ber of the Energy and Air Quality Sub-
committee and the Energy and Com-
merce Committee is we can’t even have 
this debate in the committee. If we 
could have this debate in the com-
mittee, if we could move a bill and get 
it to the floor, we could use that time 
to debate energy. But, unfortunately, 
we have to use this time on a historic 
trail that helps us remember where we 
come from, helps us remember our na-
tional heritage. 

We have obviously the portrait of the 
Marquis de Lafayette right here in the 
Chamber. Remember when we have had 
trouble with our French friends, they 
were here when we needed them and 
were instrumental to this Republic, 
and we need to thank them. Anything 
we can do as a history teacher to re-
member history and strengthen it for 
future generations, I am for. 

I just hope what we want to do in the 
history, I hope we are willing to do the 
same thing for future generations for 
energy independence. And I challenge 
my friends to bring on the environ-
mental restrictions. We can meet 
them. But we have to have a whole 
portfolio. I am willing to join you, if 
you all let me. 

With that, I would like to thank the 
ranking member for the time. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. MURPHY). 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I 
thank the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. HINCHEY). 

I came to the floor today to speak 
about the underlying legislation, which 
is incredibly important to those of us 
who reside in Connecticut, where 340 
miles of this proposed route lies, more 

than in any other State along this his-
toric trail. But I can’t sit here and not 
respond to some of the comments from 
our friends from across the aisle. 

I appreciate this newfound interest in 
trying to make this country inde-
pendent of oil outside of our bounds, 
independent of energy sources produced 
outside of the United States. The prob-
lem is that our friends on the other 
aisle who controlled this House of Rep-
resentatives for 12 years are too late to 
the game. 

It is a shame, a travesty, that we are 
sitting in this situation that we are 
today, not only with gasoline in Con-
necticut, where I come from, at $4.30 a 
gallon, but across this Nation families 
are being held hostage by a product 
produced and priced outside of this 
country. 

We could have made different choices 
in this House if we had had leadership 
on the Republican side of the aisle, who 
controlled it for 12 years in conjunc-
tion with a President who sat in the 
White House for six of those years. We 
could have been in a very different 
place today. But we are not. 

So, as Democrats, we are standing 
up, passing legislation to hold OPEC 
accountable for price fixing; investing 
in renewable resources to try to finally 
get this country off of that oil that we 
are far too addicted to; and going after 
those who would try to price-gouge and 
take advantage of the current eco-
nomic situation. In all of those situa-
tions there are veto threats from the 
President and far too few of our friends 
from the other side of the aisle joining 
us. Now, there is consistency there. For 
12 years they neglected the growing en-
ergy crisis, and now we don’t have 
enough bipartisan cooperation across 
the aisle. 

So I appreciate the fact that on a bill 
that is very important to those of us in 
Connecticut, that we have a little bit 
of an opportunity to talk about the cri-
sis that is affecting American families. 
I just wish that our friends on the Re-
publican side of the aisle had been 
doing a little bit more talking about 
this subject before we got here, the new 
members of this class. I wish that we 
had been talking about this 5 years ago 
and 10 years ago, and we wouldn’t have 
to be talking about it in such grave 
terms here today. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to talk just for 
one moment about how important this 
underlying bill is going to be to us in 
Connecticut, for it is important for us 
to celebrate our heritage. What makes 
us so great as a Nation is that we cele-
brate it, we respect it and we pass it on 
to new generations. And so when I look 
at that 340 miles of this historic trail 
that is going to lie in Connecticut, I 
think great things about what it is 
going to mean to have more resources 
and more Federal recognition for the 
students and the children who will 
walk that trail, who will visit the 
monuments and markers across it, and 
will have even more reverence for the 
history that brings us here today. 
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Graves of French soldiers still sit in 
Waterbury, Connecticut; the spot on 
which the Caleb Baldwin Tavern sat in 
Newtown. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HINCHEY. I yield 1 additional 
minute, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I 
thank the gentleman from New York. 

A historic tavern in Newtown, Con-
necticut where General Rochambeau 
and his troops made several stops con-
tinues to be talked about today as an 
important part of the historic tradition 
of Western Connecticut. 

This is going to add to the historic 
legacy that of course makes us what 
we are in New England, makes us so 
proud of our very unique role in the 
making of this Nation. And what 
makes this Nation great is that even in 
moments of trial like we have today, 
with families faced with increasing 
costs of energy and health care and 
education, that we can come together 
and propose solutions. I just think that 
it is too bad that we didn’t do some-
thing about this before this moment. I 
think it is too bad that we have to 
come to this floor in such a crisis mode 
as we do today. I wish our friends from 
across the aisle had done a little bit 
more when they controlled this House. 
I think that would have done a lot 
more to fulfill the legacy that we cele-
brate today than the moment that we 
are in right now. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I am pleased to 
yield to the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. HAYES) such time as he 
may consume. 

Mr. HAYES. I thank the gentleman 
from Utah for yielding. 

As we stand here today, I think this 
is a good bill. We all support it. But as 
a segue into what the real issue for the 
American people and people here in 
this Capitol building is today, how can 
you afford the gas to drive or fly to go 
see the area that we are talking about 
today? 

Our friend just talked about what 
happened. Well, Congressman SHIMKUS 
reminded us that during the 71⁄2 years 
of the present administration, gas 
prices went up but not anywhere nearly 
as dramatically as they have in the 18 
months since our friends across the 
aisle, the Democrat majority, has con-
trolled. But let me make a very strong 
and separate point. 

Many friends on the Democrat side, 
including the chairman and others, the 
person sponsoring the bill, these folks 
want to do what we, the minority, 
want to do. And that is, all of the 
above. There have been some neat 
things done by this House during my 
almost 10 years here. 

CAFE standards. I voted for that. 
Better mileage. That is important. The 
American people have heard us, and 
they are working hard to conserve. 
Price gouging. That is a piece of the 
puzzle. I voted for that. Speculation. 
We have had hearings yesterday, today, 

tomorrow. That is an interesting sub-
ject. I support that to the extent it af-
fects the issue before us today. But an 
attorney from a local university made 
the point today that speculation adds 
liquidity to the market. Excessive 
speculation causes problems. He hasn’t 
told us where excessive begins. 

But it is important that we look into 
every single issue that impacts our 
constituents at home, and that is the 
price of gas. My friend from West Vir-
ginia absolutely knows as well as any-
body the importance of utilizing our 
coal resources. Thank goodness for 
West Virginia, among others, and their 
production of domestic energy re-
sources. 

As you look at our future and our 
economy, which includes, among other 
things, food prices, and you see what 
the incredibly outrageously high price 
of gas has done to us, you have to come 
to the conclusion and let those good 
people in both parties and on both sides 
of the aisle have a simple, straight-
forward vote on whether we are going 
to become more active in domestic en-
ergy resources. 

Domestic energy. We have a small 
group of people, and they apparently 
have an unusual hold on the Democrat 
leadership. That group says no to 
nukes, no to coal, no to tar sands, no to 
expansion of refineries. We cannot af-
ford and common sense does not allow 
for us to maintain that position. 

I think it is extremely helpful that 
we are having a lengthy debate. And, 
again, a lot of good points have been 
made, but I will refresh everyone’s in-
stitutional memory to the fact that 
this House, Republicans and Demo-
crats, in previous terms before we had 
a switch in majority passed all of the 
legislation that we are talking about 
bringing up again today, including ex-
ploration drilling in ANWR and off the 
Outer Continental Shelf. However, our 
friends in the other body saw fit not to 
send that to the President’s desk. 

Well, the distinguished majority 
leader mentioned today how we should 
use our reserves. I could support that if 
it comes to the floor. But I am also on 
a letter, as many of you others are, 
telling the President to release the 
moratorium. We cannot afford, Demo-
crats, Republicans, or anyone else, to 
leave our constituents hanging out to 
dry with unbelievably high gas prices. 

So I support the minority leader’s 
call for meaningful energy legislation, 
including votes on nuclear, votes on 
drilling which the American public has 
very clearly said, and at the same time 
I will reemphasize what the majority 
and minority, regardless of who is in 
that position, has said over and over 
again: Environmentally sound? Abso-
lutely. Safely? Without question. 

And again thanking you for the time, 
I wrap up by saying we, this body, re-
gardless of party, has been guilty in 
the past of using lowered gas prices to 
conveniently forget how important 
independence and our future energy 
needs are. 

So that is why I have a piece of legis-
lation, and I would welcome any and 
every one to join me on, that says 
every additional dollar of revenue cre-
ated by new leases will go to a trust 
fund that can only be used for alter-
native sources of energy. Wind, waves, 
solar, everything needs to be on the 
table, ethanol, methanol, biodiesel. 

Gentlemen, I support your bill. But, 
again, let’s get ourselves together and 
make sure that we get to vote on what 
the American people and the majority 
of this Congress want, and that is lower 
energy prices. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from West Virginia has 171⁄2 minutes re-
maining; the gentleman from Utah has 
81⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

For some time now, the Democrats 
on this side have been watching our 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
time after time on bill after bill come 
to the floor and defend multinational 
oil conglomerates, and now they claim 
to be the friends of coal as well. 

My colleague from Illinois (Mr. 
SHIMKUS) gave us a great presentation 
on coal-to-liquids, as has been done a 
number of times, and there is not much 
I can disagree with in his presentation 
about the coal-to-liquids. But it is, and 
the fact of the matter is, that it is pure 
and simple that it is the oil industry 
and their defenders here in the Con-
gress that have time and time again 
undermined the viability of a true al-
ternative fuels industry in this coun-
try. And let me back that up by exam-
ple. 

In the 1940s, the Synthetic Liquids 
Fuels Act passed the Congress and ap-
propriated over $80 million for research 
and production. By the 1950s, America 
was producing thousands of gallons of 
synthetic gasoline a day at a test plant 
in Missouri. But the discovery of cheap 
oil combined with a lobbying effort by 
the oil industry caused the government 
to abandon its synthetic fuel research. 

Let’s hark back to the 1970s and that 
oil crisis that we all faced and the long 
gasoline lines. The Federal Govern-
ment briefly pursued synthetic fuel 
production. But once again, when the 
price of oil receded, interest in coal-de-
rived fuels faded. And here we are 
again, with oil prices and talk of syn-
thetic fuels both on the rise. 

The Congress has a duty, a responsi-
bility to the American people to do 
much more than simply coddle the oil 
industry and let history repeat itself. 
We also need to do more to discourage 
foreign oil cartels from temporarily 
manipulating oil prices for the sole 
purpose of destroying a competitive do-
mestic fuel source. 

And if my friends on the other side of 
the aisle were serious about coal, they 
would be pressuring this White House 
to back away, the two oil men in 
charge, to back away from its cozy re-
lationship with those cartels. Instead, 
they want to roll over and give Big Oil 
everything it wants, no strings at-
tached. 
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Furthermore, the Republican-led 

Congress had 6 years under the Bush 
administration to go about making 
meaningful contributions to clean coal 
and coal-to-liquids fuels. If Repub-
licans in Congress were truly serious 
about producing the next generation of 
these technologies, then we would al-
ready be seeing these technologies 
coming to light today and the capabili-
ties thereof. 

I would remind my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle that in 2000, 
President Bush while running for office 
pledged to spend $2 billion over 10 years 
for a clean coal technology program, a 
program that the Democrats initiated 
in the 1980s. He never made good on 
that promise and allowed in only about 
half of the promised money while 
claiming credit for the full pledge. 

During its tenure in leadership of the 
Congress, the Republican Party did 
nothing to buck the President’s low 
balling for clean coal programs. Again 
and again, the President’s party voted 
for his budgets to cut funds for clean 
coal research. 

Now, if the other side were truly seri-
ous about supporting coal, they would 
have added funding to clean coal budg-
ets and they would have done more to 
put coal on a more even footing with 
oil and gas. They did not, and now we 
are seeing the consequences of high en-
ergy prices that Americans are experi-
encing. 

So the fact of the matter is that the 
energy challenges that our Nation 
faces demand more than rhetorical bat-
tles on the floor of this body. Certainly 
our constituents would agree, and they 
are feeling the energy pinch and de-
serve much better. 

We need to put our energies into find-
ing common ground to achieve real 
workable solutions to our energy prob-
lems. And towards that end, we need to 
be working on our energy challenge 
from two ends at the same time: The 
environmental end and the supply end. 
If we take that approach, then we can 
build a viable coal-to-liquids industry. 

Unfortunately, too much of the talk 
in this body in recent weeks has been 
focused only on supply, and not enough 
of it has considered the environmental 
hurdles that we face. 

As worldwide pressure mounts to ad-
dress carbon emissions, the coal-to-liq-
uids industry recognizes that to be eco-
nomically successful, it must also be 
environmentally successful. But this 
administration has done nothing to 
help the coal industry address the envi-
ronmental side of this energy chal-
lenge. So we need to invest more in en-
vironmental research and development, 
something that Democrats have been 
arguing for, but that our Republican 
colleagues during their 12 years in con-
trol of Congress have continually rel-
egated to the back burners. 

By failing to lay the environmental 
foundations for coal’s future, this ad-
ministration has opened the oppor-
tunity for foreign nations, most nota-
bly China, to bolster their coal fuels in-

dustry, putting our own Nation’s fu-
ture fuel production and economy at a 
disadvantage. This administration has 
failed to invest in new emissions tech-
nologies, technologies that we can use 
here and we can sell overseas; and, as a 
result, we risk watching worldwide 
emissions grow unchecked as we be-
come more and more beholden to yet 
another set of foreign producers for our 
fuel, with China at the very lead. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I say to my col-
leagues on the other side who keep 
coming to the floor on bill after bill 
and speaking about the energy crunch, 
which is indeed on the uppermost of 
every American’s mind today and the 
high price of gas, that we do need to 
address this in a bipartisan way and in 
a way that uses all of our domestic 
sources of energy and in a way that 
does not coddle one domestic energy 
fuel over all others, especially when 
that energy fuel is trying for its own 
competitive advantages to put other 
domestic sources of energy at a dis-
advantage. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 

I apologize for starting out here with 
my old profession as a teacher coming 
out. But the gentleman from Con-
necticut and a couple of others on this 
floor have said some things that I 
think bear discussion simply as a re-
view on the fundamentals of how legis-
lative government works around here. 

Outside in the hallway we have the 
distinguished Speakers. Most of them 
are the most recent ones, but there are 
the four that I always consider to be 
the four great speakers of this House, 
one of whom was Thomas Bracken 
Reed, who is the one that transformed 
this House from a minority body into a 
majority body. He is the one who deter-
mined, in fact he said: If the tyranny of 
the majority is harsh, the tyranny of 
the minority is unendurable. And he 
was the one who prohibited the prac-
tice of calling a roll call and then not 
allowing people to say ‘‘here’’; there-
fore, not having a quorum to conduct 
business. He forced the counting of a 
roll call, which made this from that 
time on a majoritarian body. 

The problem we have over in the Sen-
ate is that has never been a 
majoritarian body; it will always be a 
minority body. It takes 60 votes to cut 
off the debate and move onward. 

b 1400 
So even though today the Democrats 

have the leadership positions in both 
the House and the Senate, I would 
never jump to the conclusion or the in-
accuracy of saying that the Democrats 
control Congress because the Demo-
crats will not control the Senate until 
they have at least 60 votes there. It is 
a minority body. 

In like manner, the conversation 
that Republicans controlled Congress 
for 12 years and didn’t do anything has 
the same problem because in none of 
those 12 years did Republicans have 60 
votes in the Senate. And, therefore, a 
minority body was actually in control. 

We have had split government. We 
will probably always have some form of 
split government in that respect. But 
to assume that because there was lead-
ership of both parties is not to assume 
the same basic core that goes along 
with that factor. And, indeed, over the 
last 5 to 10 to 12 years, there has been 
a great deal of energy discussion from 
this body, and when Republicans were 
in control of this body, there was a 
great deal of legislation dealing with 
energy that was passed in this body 
only to be prohibited from going 
through the entire process because this 
majoritarian body could pass some-
thing that the minority-controlled 
body on the other side could not do. 

I appreciate the distinguished chair-
man from West Virginia of our com-
mittee speaking so passionately, espe-
cially about coal. I share that passion. 
We have a great deal of coal in my 
State. The only difference between the 
two is, unfortunately, the coal in the 
State of West Virginia is on private 
property. 

I was so impressed when the chair-
man had a bill that dealt with wilder-
ness and the coal companies were there 
to advocate for wilderness because it 
did not impact them. They were on pri-
vate property. 

In the State of Utah and much of the 
West, we have the exact opposite prob-
lem; the coal is found on public lands. 
And so I appreciate his commitment to 
the concept of coal, and even though it 
may indeed be a form of competition at 
some time in the future, I take his 
words as a commitment to try to work 
forward to try and free up the coal in 
the West that is on public lands so it 
can all be part of the energy solution 
that we are looking for in this Nation. 

You know, we are talking about a 
bill that dealt with Washington. Wash-
ington led the troops in an era where 
he simply was out of ammunition. He 
had the opportunity of failing, but he 
did not allow it to be so because the 
American spirit worked out the details 
and then worked out the process so he 
overcame those competitions, those 
difficulties. The United States today is 
in the same situation. We are out of en-
ergy ammunition, and it is a signifi-
cant problem for those who are on fixed 
incomes, the poor and the middle class. 
If you are rich, this energy problem 
which we face is merely an annoyance. 
If you are on a fixed income or a lim-
ited income, or if you are poor or mid-
dle class, then it becomes a significant 
life situation so that every dollar that 
they no longer can spend, that they 
now have to spend to energy on con-
sumption, is a dollar that they can’t 
spent on such luxuries as Hamburger 
Helper. 

In this particular bill the Democrats 
accepted an amendment from one of 
the great young Republican freshmen 
from Virginia, Mr. WITTMAN. It is an 
amendment that is still part of this bill 
that aims to protect energy production 
and transmission in this particular 
trail system. It is a microcosm. It is 
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the appropriate thing to do. The real 
question then is why not? Why not do 
this same thing not just in this trail 
bill, but throughout this entire coun-
try so we can honor and protect to do 
that. 

Mr. Chairman, what we are dealing 
with now is simply the concept of the 
future of where we are going. We can 
either find scapegoats or we can find 
solutions. I think it is time that both 
sides of the aisle look very carefully at 
trying to find solutions. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HINCHEY). 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I just 
want to emphasize how the Members 
on this side of the aisle are completely 
dedicated to energy independence and 
doing everything that is possible to 
achieve that objective. We did much to 
try to achieve it during the 12 years 
that our friends on the other side of 
the aisle held the majority. But they 
were not interested at all in achieving 
that objective, or moving forward in 
any significant way, not even in any 
real way. 

One of first things that we did when 
we achieved the majority here last 
year was to pass a very substantial en-
ergy independence bill which moves us 
strongly in that direction. Not as 
strongly as we would have liked, but 
we had to be a little less ambitious 
about it because we were threatened 
with vetoes as well as opposition from 
the other side of the aisle. 

But what did we manage to achieve? 
We managed to achieve energy effi-
ciency for automobiles, the first time 
that had been done in more than three 
decades. The first time that had been 
done in more than 30 years. We 
achieved a great increase in energy ef-
ficiency. We wanted to make it more 
substantial. We wanted to go as high as 
40 miles to a gallon, but the President 
said he would veto anything like that. 

What else did we do? We moved to-
wards creating tax incentives for the 
creation and purchase of other means 
of energy independence such as direct 
and indirect solar energy, and we are 
working very strong on trying to 
achieve that, in spite of the fact that 
the White House has said they are not 
in favor of it, they are opposed to that 
and would veto that kind of legislation. 

They say that we are not in favor of 
drilling for our own oil off our own 
coast. Well, the fact of the matter is 
that we are not opposed to that at all. 
We recognize that we now have more 
than 150,000 wells drilled on the land 
owned by the people of the United 
States of America on public land, some 
of it here on dry land in the lower 48 
States and up in Alaska, and the rest of 
it offshore, mostly in the Gulf of Mex-
ico. That’s what we understand. In ad-
dition to that, we have 68 million acres 
of land that has been also leased to 
these major oil companies but because 
they do not apparently want to 

produce any more energy because they 
realize that if they produce more, then 
the price is going to go down, they are 
not drilling on those 68 million acres. 

So the fact of the matter is we are 
moving as aggressively as anyone 
could, as intelligently as anyone could 
in the direction of trying to achieve 
greater energy independence for our 
country. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
SALAZAR). The gentleman’s time has 
expired. 

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentleman 
an additional minute. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Recognizing that we 
possess probably less than 2 percent of 
the known oil reserves in the world, we 
are doing everything we can to use 
that small amount of oil reserves intel-
ligently and reasonably and in ways 
that are going to last our people for a 
long, long period of time. And we are 
saying to the oil companies either use 
it or lose it. If you are not going to use 
those 68 million acres of public land on 
which you already have leases, then 
give them up and let us give them to 
someone else. Let us lease them else-
where. Let’s have some responsible 
people go down and drill those wells 
and produce the oil we need which will 
drive down the price. 

So don’t say that anybody over here 
is against drilling offshore. We are very 
much in favor of it, and we know that 
they have the leases to do it, and we 
are doing everything that we can to 
press them and pressure them to live 
up to their obligations and responsibil-
ities in the leasing of the public lands 
that they now control. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in 
strong support of the Washington-Rocham-
beau Revolutionary Route National Historic 
Trail Designation Act (H.R. 1286), which would 
designate the 600-mile route stretching from 
Rhode Island to Virginia traveled by Revolu-
tionary War General George Washington and 
French General Count Rochambeau as a Na-
tional Historic Trail, connecting the States of 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, 
and Virginia. The creation of this Trail will cel-
ebrate the Franco-American alliance and the 
victory of Generals Washington and Rocham-
beau who faced seemingly insurmountable 
odds. Importantly, H.R. 1286 will enable the 
National Park Service to support groups, 
projects, and activities associated with the 
trail’s preservation and interpretation. 

The Washington-Rochambeau Revolu-
tionary Route National Historic Trail Designa-
tion Act was introduced to ensure that this his-
tory, in all its rich detail, is not forgotten. Al-
though we often remember the victory at York-
town, too often we lose sight of the heroic ef-
forts of two nations, two armies, and two great 
men that made it possible. During this historic 
period the armies marched to Wilmington, 
Delaware, where the bankrupt Continental 
Army borrowed from Rochambeau to pay 
American troops. This designation has the 
strong support of many state, local, private, 
and public historic preservation groups and I 
urge my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
to support its passage. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, as a longtime co-
sponsor, I rise in support of H.R. 1286, the 

Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route 
National Historic Trail Designation Act. Stu-
dents of American history are intimately famil-
iar with the Battle of Yorktown, in which 
French and American soldiers forced the sur-
render of British General Lord Cornwallis, ef-
fectively handing victory of the Revolutionary 
War to the American Colonies. 

However many Americans are less familiar 
with what preceded it—a harrowing nine state, 
six hundred mile journey of more than 6,000 
allied soldiers from Newport, Rhode Island, 
through my home state of New Jersey to 
Yorktown, Virginia. Many historians identify 
this march led by George Washington, Gen-
eral of the Continental Army and French Gen-
eral Count Rochambeau along a network of 
roads, trails, and waterways as critical to the 
American victory at Yorktown and the eventual 
creation of the United States. 

In Philipsburg, New York on August 14, 
1781, having learned that a large fleet of 
French naval vessels was heading from the 
Caribbean Sea to the Chesapeake Bay, 
Washington and Rochambeau discarded plans 
to siege New York City and march to South-
eastern Virginia, where another celebrated 
Frenchman the Marquis de Lafayette and his 
5,000 troops were outmaneuvering Cornwallis, 
forcing his British troops to bunker down in 
Yorktown. With little time to prepare, Wash-
ington and Rochambeau led more than 6,300 
American and French troops on a southward 
march to Virginia. 

H.R. 1286 is an important piece of legisla-
tion that comes at a critical time. Despite 
strong grassroots support from organizations 
like the National Washington-Rochambeau 
Revolutionary Route Association, and efforts 
at the state and local level, many historical 
sites associated with the American Revolution 
will be lost to development and suburban 
sprawl. This bill would designate the route as 
a National Historic Trail, allowing the National 
Park Service to preserve and link together 
sites along the trail. Moreover, this designation 
would preserve this important piece of Amer-
ica’s heritage using existing roads and rights 
of way—without the federal acquisition of pri-
vate lands. 

Preservation of the Washington-Rocham-
beau route will allow American citizens and 
visitors alike to gain a greater appreciation of 
the magnitude and improbability of the Amer-
ican victory as well as the important and often 
forgotten role our French allies played in se-
curing American independence. Americans 
need a sense of history and an understanding 
of history now more than ever. This trail tells 
an important story in American history, and I 
strongly urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this legislation. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise today 
in support of the Washington-Rochambeau 
Revolutionary Route National Historic Trail 
Designation Act, a wonderful piece of legisla-
tion which will preserve both our country’s rich 
history but also its unique environment. 

In the spring of 1781, French General Ro-
chambeau and his army of nearly 5,300 men 
embarked on an expedition from Newport, 
Rhode Island, to Yorktown, Virginia, to aid 
General George Washington and the Conti-
nental Army in the American Revolutionary 
War. After traveling through Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, and Connecticut, General Ro-
chambeau joined forces with General Wash-
ington in Philipsburg, New York, forming a 
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Franco-American alliance. The Franco-Amer-
ican forces then traveled through New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, and Vir-
ginia, eventually arriving at Yorktown. At York-
town, General Washington and the Continental 
Army, with the aid of General Rochambeau 
and his men, secured a decisive victory 
against General Cornwallis, effectively igniting 
a successful end to the American Revolu-
tionary War and laying the groundwork for the 
creation of our new Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, the Newport to Yorktown 
route that General Washington and General 
Rochambeau led their forces through reflects 
an indispensible piece of American history. 
Today, we have an opportunity to preserve 
this historically and ecologically significant 
route by passing the Washington-Rocham-
beau Revolutionary Route National Historic 
Trail Designation Act. The legislation, intro-
duced by my esteemed colleague, Represent-
ative MAURICE HINCHEY, will amend the Na-
tional Trails System Act to designate the route 
as a national historic trail. Under this legisla-
tion, the Washington-Rochambeau Revolu-
tionary Route National Historic Trail will pre-
serve a corridor approximately 600 miles long, 
from Newport to Yorktown in nine States and 
the District of Columbia. The Washington-Ro-
chambeau Trail will include a section in my 
district in eastern Connecticut. 

During General Rochambeau’s journey to 
Yorktown, communities in Connecticut served 
an invaluable role with ensuring the success 
of General Rochambeau’s mission, supplying 
necessary supplies to his troops. In June of 
1781, General Rochambeau and his men 
began their march through Connecticut before 
joining forces with General Washington in 
Philipsburg, New York. In eastern Connecticut, 
the army established camps in Plainfield, 
Windham, and Bolton before arriving in Hart-
ford. On the return trip, in October 1782, the 
Franco-American force again marched through 
the State after victory in Yorktown. In total, 
General Rochambeau’s army made 47 stops 
in the State between the journey to and from 
Yorktown. The Washington-Rochambeau Trail 
will preserve these sites and educate resi-
dents and visitors on the significance of this 
piece of American history. 

Mr. Chairman, as urban sprawl continues to 
threaten the integrity of this route, the passage 
of this legislation is needed now more than 
ever. Many of Connecticut’s avid historians 
and devout naturalists are anxious to cele-
brate the bill’s passage. As a cosponsor of 
this legislation, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in voting in favor of the Washington-Rocham-
beau Revolutionary Route National Historic 
Trail Designation Act, to ensure this historic 
route is preserved for current and future gen-
erations. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. All time for 
general debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute printed in 
the bill, modified by the amendment 
printed in part A of House Report 110– 
744, shall be considered as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment 
under the 5-minute rule and shall be 
considered read. 

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 1286 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Washington-Ro-
chambeau Revolutionary Route National His-
toric Trail Designation Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ADDITION TO NATIONAL SCENIC AND NA-

TIONAL HISTORIC TRAILS. 
Section 5(a) of the National Trails System Act 

(16 U.S.C. 1244(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(ll) WASHINGTON-ROCHAMBEAU REVOLU-
TIONARY ROUTE NATIONAL HISTORIC TRAIL.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Washington-Rocham-
beau Revolutionary Route National Historic 
Trail, a corridor of approximately 600 miles fol-
lowing the route taken by the armies of General 
George Washington and Count Rochambeau be-
tween Newport, Rhode Island, and Yorktown, 
Virginia, in 1781 and 1782, as generally depicted 
on the map titled ‘Washington-Rochambeau 
Revolutionary Route National Historic Trail’, 
numbered T01/80,001, and dated June, 2007. 

‘‘(B) MAP.—The map referred to in subpara-
graph (A) shall be on file and available for pub-
lic inspection in the appropriate offices of the 
National Park Service. 

‘‘(C) ADMINISTRATION.—The trail shall be ad-
ministered by the Secretary of the Interior, in 
consultation with— 

‘‘(i) other Federal, State, tribal, regional, and 
local agencies; and 

‘‘(ii) the private sector. 
‘‘(D) LAND ACQUISITION.—The United States 

shall not acquire for the trail any land or inter-
est in land outside the exterior boundary of any 
federally-managed area without the consent of 
the owner of the land or interest in land.’’. 
SEC. 3. ENERGY. 

Nothing in the amendment made by section 2 
of this Act shall prohibit or hinder the develop-
ment, production, conveyance, or transmission 
of energy. 
SEC. 4. HUNTING, FISHING, TRAPPING, AND REC-

REATIONAL SHOOTING. 
Nothing in this Act shall be construed as af-

fecting the authority, jurisdiction, or responsi-
bility of the several States to manage, control, or 
regulate fish and resident wildlife under State 
law or regulations, including the regulation of 
hunting, fishing, trapping, and recreational 
shooting. Nothing in this Act shall be construed 
as limiting access for hunting, fishing, trapping, 
or recreational shooting. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. No amend-
ment to that amendment in the nature 
of a substitute is in order except those 
printed in part B of the report. Each 
amendment may be offered only in the 
order printed in the report; by a Mem-
ber designated in the report; shall be 
considered read; shall be debatable for 
the time specified in the report, equal-
ly divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent of the amend-
ment; shall not be subject to amend-
ment; and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF 
UTAH 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 1 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
744. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment made in order 
under the rule. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah: 

Strike the new subparagraph (D) added by 
the amendment in section 2, and insert the 
following: 

‘‘(D) LAND ACQUISITION.—The United States 
shall not acquire for the trail any land or in-
terest in land— 

‘‘(i) outside the exterior boundary of any 
federally managed area without the consent 
of the owner of the land or interest in land; 
and 

‘‘(ii) acquired from a State or local govern-
ment if that land was acquired by such gov-
ernment through eminent domain.’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1317, the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
while this legislation prohibits the use 
of eminent domain by the Federal Gov-
ernment, it does not prohibit State or 
local governments from doing the same 
thing, in essence doing the same dirty 
work. So my amendment is very simple 
and clear. It prohibits the Secretary of 
the Interior from accepting lands from 
State and local governments that were 
acquired through eminent domain to 
expand this particular trail. 

We are talking about George Wash-
ington and the Revolution. I think it is 
fitting to remember how strongly 
George Washington felt about ensuring 
private property and that his soldiers 
respected the property of civilians, 
even if they were a Tory sympathizer. 
He gave orders that forbid looting even 
though plunder was the norm of the 
time. And even though his men were 
hungry and dressed in rags, it is re-
markable that in so desperate a situa-
tion with such a noble cause for which 
he was fighting, he imposed on his side 
such a high standard of conduct and a 
high respect of individual priority 
property rights. 

In our world, the post-Kelo decision 
world, we cannot allow our constitu-
ents to fall victim to any abuse of 
power from any level of government 
that disproportionately attacks them, 
sometimes even disproportionately at-
tacks those on the lowest level of our 
economic scales. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a favorable 
vote to an amendment that simply 
says that the Federal Government will 
not accept land that is taken by emi-
nent domain. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 

speak on the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-

jection, the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, this 

amendment addresses a concern that is 
truly far beyond the likely impact of 
this bill. The bill expressly limits Fed-
eral condemnation of land for the trail 
which is all that should concern us 
here and the National Park Service. 
This amendment seems to be based on 
the assumption that the Federal Gov-
ernment in some smoke-filled back 
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room conspiracy-type of mind-set is 
going to conspire with State or local 
governments to have them condemn 
land and then turn it over to the Fed-
eral government. 

First of all, I don’t believe this hap-
pens often, if ever. We have really 
reached an extreme level of detail here 
where we have to legislate out to the 
far corners of what anybody might 
imagine might some day happen. But 
for the sake of argument, let’s say that 
a State does decide to condemn land 
and pay the owner for his property. 
Such a decision will be up to the State 
or local government acting in what 
that unit of government believes to be 
the best interest of its citizens. Wheth-
er the State or local government subse-
quently conveys the land to the Fed-
eral Government is irrelevant. 

And I might add, just for the record, 
this is not a trail like the Appalachian 
Trail which cuts across country and 
private property, it is more a series of 
signs like those gray historic markers 
you see along roads all over the coun-
try. Most of the route travels along 
public highways and roads. No private 
landowner will be forced to let tourists 
on their land, and the NPS anticipates 
no Federal acquisition at all. 

But nevertheless, in the spirit of bi-
partisan cooperation and all that I 
have just said, we are willing to accept 
this amendment. We think that it is 
unnecessary, but we are willing to ac-
cept it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield back the 

balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. PEARCE 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 2 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
744. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. PEARCE: 
At the end of the bill, add the following: 

SEC. 4. ENERGY AND CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW. 
The Secretary of Interior, in consultation 

with the Secretary of Energy and private in-
dustry, shall complete and submit to the 
Committee on Natural Resources of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate, 
and Senators and Representatives from the 
States affected by the designation, a report 
using the best available data and regarding 
the energy resources available on the lands 
and waters included in the Washington-Ro-
chambeau Revolutionary Route National 
Historic Trail. The report shall— 

(1) contain the best available description of 
the energy resources available on the land 
and report on the specific amount of energy 
withdrawn from possible development; and 

(2) identify barrels of oil, cubic feet of nat-
ural gas, megawatts of geothermal, wind and 
solar energy that could be commercially pro-
duced, annual available biomass for energy 

production, and any megawatts of hydro-
power resources available, including tidal, 
traditional dams, and in- stream flow tur-
bines, and any impact on electricity trans-
mission. 

b 1415 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

House Resolution 1317, the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, Amer-
ica is faced with an energy crisis today, 
and solutions have not been forth-
coming under the current Speaker of 
the House or her leadership. The ma-
jority has failed in its effort to take 
any meaningful action to increase the 
domestic supply of energy for the 
American people. In a State like New 
Mexico, a very moderate income State, 
probably $25 to $30,000 a year is the av-
erage income, we find that the price of 
$4 gasoline is very difficult. 

Last week in a story in the Albu-
querque Journal, Associated Press 
talked about a young woman with can-
cer who was being treated almost 200 
miles from her home. The family had 
to suspend visits by her young children 
to visit her because of the price of gas-
oline. Each day we’re finding these 
sorts of impairments in our daily living 
while the majority simply says, we’re 
in favor of energy. 

I was listening with interest to the 
previous speaker, the gentleman from 
New York, and I would invite him to 
sign on a letter that we will be pro-
ducing today that would go from the 
Speaker of the House to mention to 
President Bush about those 68 million 
acres of land that are not being used. 
Let’s remove, first of all, the regu-
latory burdens that are stopping that 
land from being used and produced. In 
Utah alone, almost 1 million acres by 
one office which is 7 years overdue in 
putting out the land management plan 
that would allow people to move ahead. 

Those are some of the acres that are 
moved from production that our 
friends talk about as if the greedy oil 
companies are sitting out here purpose-
fully withholding production knowing 
that at all-time record highs, every 
company is producing every amount of 
oil and gas that they can get to, and 
they simply kind of twist the facts 
around. 

So I would invite the gentleman to 
sign on to that letter indicating his 
willingness to press the President of 
the United States to push the BLM 
into getting these regulations out the 
door. 

I would also be interested to see if 
the majority would recognize with us 
their failure in December by removing 
all shale oil from production. With one 
simple sentence in a bill in December, 
the majority removed almost 2 trillion 
barrels of shale oil from production, 
and again it tells me that maybe we 
have words on the House floor that dif-
fer from the words that are actually 
created in the votes. 

I would also welcome our friends on 
the other side of the aisle to change 
their votes on the wilderness areas 
that removed over 100,000 acres from 
production because wilderness stops all 
development of oil and gas. And so 
again, I find some difference in the 
words that we hear on the House floor 
and the words that are actually put 
into place by law when we vote. 

Additionally, there is a moratorium 
that limits 85 percent. We’re told that 
the majority doesn’t mind offshore pro-
duction at all. Then go with us, sign a 
letter, and let’s start producing just 
around the area, just in that spot 
where Cuba and China are drilling 47 
miles off the coast of Florida. We have 
prohibited it ourselves through a mora-
torium in producing this oil and gas. 

So I would ask the leaders of the ma-
jority party to go with me and sign on 
to this letter to take that one spot and 
let’s allow American oil companies to 
produce where we’re allowing the Chi-
nese to produce within our Outer Con-
tinental Shelf area. 

My amendment today to this House 
bill 1286 simply says that as we create 
this new trail system, we would like an 
accounting for all of the energy assets 
that are going to be affected by this 
bill. It’s a very simple amendment. 

The majority has, in fact, got a 
statement in the bill that says nothing 
will hinder, but too often we find that 
we do not know what has been hindered 
and what has not been hindered. So our 
amendment is very simple. Let’s just 
get a report from the Secretary of Inte-
rior to tell us exactly what the stakes 
are, which resources might be limited, 
which might be hindered, and it’s a 
very straightforward amendment. 

I would appreciate if the majority 
would understand the reasons for this 
because we see every day that the 
American people are paying the price 
for the majority’s opinion on energy. 
The opinion is that $4 gasoline is not 
too high, that in fact $4 gasoline will 
cause maybe a change within which we 
conduct our business; we ought to be 
converting to other forms of energy. 
The problem is we don’t have wind 
cars, we don’t have solar cars, we have 
no nuclear cars. America is on an oil 
and gas economy. We drive oil and gas 
cars, and as long as we limit the sup-
ply, we’re going to drive the price high-
er. 

It’s not American consumption. 
American consumption actually has re-
mained quite stable for the last 10 
years. It’s actually Chinese consump-
tion. It’s consumption from those de-
veloping countries around the globe 
that are pushing the price of oil higher. 

Now, I did note with interest the 
comments that the majority party had 
done something for fuel efficiency. Ac-
tually, the majority party did nothing 
for fuel efficiency. 

I ask for support for the amendment. 
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 

speak on the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-

jection, the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes. 
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There was no objection. 
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, in eval-

uating this amendment, I would ask 
that Members first read section 3 of the 
underlying bill which states, ‘‘Nothing 
in this Act shall prohibit or hinder the 
development, production, conveyance, 
or transmission of energy.’’ So by its 
own terms, H.R. 1286 will have no im-
pact whatsoever on energy production. 

The Pearce amendment would re-
quire the Secretary to assess the im-
pact this trail designation will have on 
energy production. In other words, the 
Pearce amendment would require the 
Secretary to study impacts that would 
never exist. That’s similar to a require-
ment that the secretary study the 
Tooth Fairy or the Easter Bunny. The 
bill says there will be no impacts, so 
studying them is impossible. Such a re-
port would read in its entirety, ‘‘We 
find no impacts on energy production 
because the bill prohibits them.’’ Pe-
riod. The end. 

It is my hope that this amendment is 
simply a platform, and I think the 
sponsor of it has already used it for 
that to restate some of their talking 
points on energy production. It’s my 
hope that no one could ever seriously 
suggest assessing the energy resources 
that might lie under George Washing-
ton’s front lawn. 

The first part of this amendment is 
completely unnecessary because the 
underlying language in the bill makes 
impacts on energy production a non- 
issue. The second part of this amend-
ment contemplates oil rigs and wind 
farms in places that we would never 
allow them to be built. 

So once again, as with the previous 
amendment, this amendment is not 
necessary. Therefore, I will not object 
to it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
PEARCE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 424, noes 0, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 482] 

AYES—424 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 

Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 

Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 

Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 

Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 

McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 

Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 

Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 

Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Andrews 
Boswell 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Conyers 
Faleomavaega 

Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Frelinghuysen 
Hill 
Hulshof 
Marchant 

Pickering 
Pryce (OH) 
Rush 
Waxman 

b 1449 

Messrs. YARMUTH, WITTMAN of 
Virginia, HOEKSTRA, HOYER, 
HODES, MCINTYRE, SOUDER and 
NADLER changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ 
to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, as amended. 

The amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended, was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Under the 
rule, the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mrs. 
TAUSCHER) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. SALAZAR, Acting Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 1286) to amend the 
National Trails System Act to des-
ignate the Washington-Rochambeau 
Revolutionary Route National Historic 
Trail, pursuant to House Resolution 
1317, he reported the bill back to the 
House with an amendment adopted by 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

f 

PERMISSION TO CONSIDER AS 
ADOPTED MOTIONS TO SUSPEND 
THE RULES 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the motions to 
suspend the rules relating to the fol-
lowing measures be considered as 
adopted in the form considered by the 
House on Wednesday, July 9, 2008: 

House Resolution 1313, and House 
Resolution 1315. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from West Virginia? 
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There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, respective motions to recon-
sider are laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 
f 

WASHINGTON-ROCHAMBEAU REVO-
LUTIONARY ROUTE NATIONAL 
HISTORIC TRAIL DESIGNATION 
ACT—Continued 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a sep-
arate vote demanded on any amend-
ment to the amendment reported from 
the Committee of the Whole? If not, 
the question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MS. FALLIN 
Ms. FALLIN. Madam Speaker, I offer 

a motion to recommit. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. FALLIN. I am in its present 

form. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Ms. Fallin moves to recommit the bill H.R. 

1286 to the Committee on Natural Resources 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the House promptly in the form to which 
perfected at the time of this motion, with 
the following amendment: 

Amend section 3 to read as follows: 

SEC. 3. ENERGY. 
Section 7 of the National Trails System 

Act (16 U.S.C. 1246) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(l) Nothing in this Act shall prohibit or 
hinder the development, production, convey-
ance, or transmission of energy.’’. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The gentlewoman from Oklahoma is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. FALLIN. Madam Speaker, Amer-
ica has slammed into an energy wall in 
the past 18 months, with gas prices es-
calating 70 percent since the beginning 
of the 110th Congress when the current 
Democratic leadership took control. 
Americans are now paying over $4 and 
change for a gallon of gasoline. This 
dire situation affects not only drivers, 
but ripples through all commerce of 
the United States, from the cost of 
food, to building materials, to tourism, 
to jobs, to health care, and in short, 
our economic security. Increased sup-
ply from our own American resources 
is one tool that we have in our tool box 
to help us get out of this mess. 

This is a bipartisan solution, as dem-
onstrated by Speaker PELOSI’s recent 
request to President Bush to release oil 
from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
to help funnel more product to Amer-
ican refineries, and thus more gas to 
local gas stations. 

While this is a small step in a posi-
tive direction, the Democratic-con-
trolled House of Representatives has 
only compounded the problem of Amer-
ican energy supplies. The current lead-
ership has scheduled and passed over a 
dozen bills from the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources alone restricting or po-
tentially restricting energy develop-
ment on the public lands of the United 
States. We also expect a package of 
over 60 more bills from the Senate be-
fore we adjourn, most of which will im-
pact energy exploration and develop-
ment on public lands. 

The Democratic leadership of the 
House of Representatives has also 
failed to lift the congressional mora-
toria on the development of oil and 
natural gas resources from the Outer 
Continental Shelf. It has blocked ac-
cess to over 1 million acres of uranium- 
rich lands in the southwestern United 
States, fuel which could be harnessed 
to produce clean, air-friendly nuclear 
energy. It has locked up oil shale and 
stopped energy transmission corridors 
across public lands. It has even tried to 
stop wind energy. 

While this trail bill before us may 
seem like small potatoes, it is indic-
ative of a larger problem. The more 
lands we place off-limits to multiple 
uses, including energy development, 
then the more we have to rely on oth-
ers for our economic feedstock of en-
ergy. 

This trail will affect lands and waters 
in more than nine States in very popu-
lous eastern areas and the mid-Atlan-
tic region of America. At least, thanks 
to Congressman PEARCE’s amendment, 
we will know exactly what energy re-
sources will be impacted by this des-
ignation. This is not true for all trails 
designated under the National Trails 
Act. 

Currently, there are thousands of 
miles of trails affecting every region of 
the United States, and with the trend 
in legislative activity in this Congress, 
we can certainly expect many more in 
the near future. 

This motion to recommit will ensure 
that we do not inadvertently cut off 
crucial energy supplies during the cur-
rent crisis when we designate trails 
under the National Trails Act. It ex-
pands on language authored by Con-
gressman ROB WITTMAN, now in section 
three of the bill, which was readily ac-
cepted by both Democrats and Repub-
licans during the markup of H.R. 1286 
in the Committee on Natural Re-
sources just 2 weeks ago. What is good 
for the Washington-Rochambeau trail 
should be good for all trails, wherever 
located. 

And, Madam Speaker, as I just men-
tioned, this House just voted unani-
mously on an amendment by Congress-
man PEARCE for an energy assessment 
on this trail, so why should we prohibit 
or hinder the development, the produc-
tion, the conveyance, or transmission 
of energy on any trail in the United 
States? 

I ask for your support. 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to submit for the RECORD the following 
concerns and suggestions regarding certain 
sections of S. 2284, the Senate version of the 
Flood Insurance Reform and Modernization 
Act. These specific concerns were expressed 
to me by officials from the town of Marana, Ar-
izona. They relate to the potential adverse ef-
fects these sections could have on the Marana 
community. I urge my House and Senate col-
leagues to take all of these concerns into con-
sideration while negotiating the final version of 
this bill. 

The specific concerns relating to Section 6 
are the reason I voted ‘‘no’’ on the Republican 
Motion To Instruct Conferees that was offered 
on the floor today. 

The town of Marana’s concerns are as fol-
lows: 

1. Section 6, Reform of Premium Rate 
Structure: Much of this Section seeks to dis-
allow preFIRM (Flood Insurance Rate Map) 
rates for second homes, repetitive loss struc-
tures, substantially improved structures, 
commercial structures, and others. However, 
the current language could have unintended, 
adverse consequences. Of concern to Marana 
is Subsection (g)(1), which states: 

‘‘(g) No Extension of Subsidy to New Poli-
cies or Lapsed Policies.—The Director shall 
not provide flood insurance to prospective 
insureds at rates less than those estimated 
under subsection (a)(1), as required by para-
graph (2) of that subsection, for—(1) any 
property not insured by the flood insurance 
program as of the date of enactment of the 
Flood Insurance Reform and Modernization 
Act of 2008;’’ . . . 

We are concerned that Subsection (g)(1) 
would preclude the writing of any new pre- 
FIRM policies after the enactment of the 
legislation. This could negatively affect resi-
dences that were built pre-FIRM but then 
placed into a floodplain by a subsequent map 
change after the legislation is enacted. 

2. Section 7, Mandatory Coverage Areas: 
The intent of this Section appears to be the 
accurate portrayal of risk behind man-made 
flood control structures. Subsection 107(b)(1) 
reads as follows: 

(1) include any area previously identified 
by the Director as an area having special 
flood hazards under section 102 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (42 U.S.C. 
4012a); 

This language would essentially require 
properties located in areas that had once 
been designated as floodplain, but since re-
moved from the floodplain, to continue to 
carry mandatory flood insurance. Marana 
would like to point out that many Letters of 
Map Revision (LOMR) incorporate better in-
formation (hydrology or topography) than 
was available when the maps were originally 
created. These types of LOMRs do not in-
volve physical construction and therefore 
the areas removed are not typically residual 
risk areas. Areas that are at a residual risk 
after a LOMR from a physical change would 
be accounted for in Subsection 107(b)(2), 
which reads as follows: 

(2) require the expansion of areas of special 
flood hazards to include areas of residual 
risk, including areas that are located behind 
levees, dams, and other man-made structures 

We recommend this language be revised. It 
is problematic in that it equates residual 
risk areas to Special Flood Hazard Areas 
(SFHAs). SFHAs are high hazard areas re-
quiring normal flood insurance. Residual 
Risk areas typically require less flood insur-
ance or preferred risk policies. Also, the lan-
guage is not clear regarding man-made 
structures that are distinct flood control 
structures. 
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The language could be revised as follows: 
(2) define residual risk areas to include 

areas that are located behind levees, dams, 
and other man-made flood control structures 

3. Section 8, Premium Adjustment: This 
section overrides the practice of grandfath-
ering original zone designations. 
Grandfathering has been an important part 
of the National Flood Insurance Program 
and has been used to help mitigate the im-
pact of zone changes when flood maps are re-
vised. Section 8 discredits floodplain man-
agement. Structures that are compliant with 
the code and mapping in effect at the time of 
their construction should be grandfathered 
and remain compliant. 

Ms. FALLIN. Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from West Virginia wish to 
state his point of order? 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I in-
sist on my point of order and raise a 
point of order that the motion to re-
commit contains nongermane instruc-
tions in violation of clause 7 of rule 
XVI. The instructions in the motion to 
recommit address an unrelated matter 
within the jurisdiction of a committee 
not represented in the underlying bill. 

The second reason, the motion to re-
commit uses the word ‘‘promptly,’’ as 
we all know, which kills a bill. 

And third, the motion to recommit is 
the exact language already in the bill. 
That language states ‘‘nothing in the 
amendment made by section 2 of this 
act shall prohibit or hinder the devel-
opment, production, conveyance, or 
transmission of energy,’’ the exact re-
peat language of the motion to recom-
mit. 

b 1500 
Therefore, I insist on my point of 

order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does 

any other Member wish to be heard on 
the gentleman’s point of order? 

If not, the Chair will rule. 
The gentleman from West Virginia 

makes a point of order that the in-
structions in the motion to recommit 
are not germane. 

As recorded in section 937 of the 
House Rules and Manual, a specific 
subject may not be amended by a pro-
vision general in nature, even when of 
the same class as the specific subject. 
For example, as cited on page 719 of the 
Manual, to a bill relating to one State 
maritime academy, an amendment re-
lating to all State maritime academies 
is not germane. 

The bill as amended confines its at-
tention to a single national historic 
trail designation. The instructions in 
the motion to recommit extend to all 
trails addressed by the National Trails 
System Act. 

As such, the Chair finds that the in-
structions in the motion to recommit 
are not germane. The point of order is 
sustained. The motion is not in order. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MS. FALLIN 
Ms. FALLIN. Madam Speaker, I offer 

a motion to recommit. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 
Ms. FALLIN. In its present form I 

am. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Ms. Fallin moves to recommit the bill H.R. 

1286 to the Committee on Natural Resources 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the House promptly in the form to which 
perfected at the time of this motion, with 
the following amendment: 

After the new subparagraph (D) added by 
the amendment in section 2, insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(E) STATE AND LOCAL LAW.—All designated 
lands within the trail, including all Federal 
lands, shall be exclusively governed by rel-
evant State and local laws regarding the pos-
session or use of a weapon, including a con-
cealed weapon.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Oklahoma is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Ms. FALLIN. Madam Speaker, yes-
terday in The Washington Post, there 
was a full-page article and more about 
a young couple who were camping in 
the Appalachian Mountains back in 
1981 who were both murdered by a gen-
tleman who had a handgun, who was 
deranged, and came upon their camp-
site and murdered them both. He went 
away to prison for many years, was pa-
roled, was out in the public, and then 
went back up into the Appalachian 
Mountains 28 years later to kill two 
more people with a handgun. 

Madam Speaker, I have a motion to 
recommit that would ensure in this 
legislation that the rights of States 
and local governments, within the 
trails area designation, to regulate pos-
session and carrying of firearms will be 
unharmed by this legislation. 

This bill does provide that the trails 
designation shall not diminish the 
right of States to regulate hunting, but 
it is silent on issues including the clear 
right to carry firearms. Despite the re-
cent Heller decision affirming our sec-
ond amendment right, the National 
Park Service still refuses to allow 
State and local gun laws to govern, un-
like the U.S. Forest Service and the 
Bureau of Land Management. This mo-
tion to recommit will secure full sec-
ond amendment rights along the 600- 
mile trail. 

The second amendment is a critical 
right. We must protect our constitu-
ents against consequences of this legis-
lation that could harm that right. 

I can think of no better spokesperson 
for the second amendment right than 
the Father of our Country, George 
Washington. George Washington said of 
firearms: ‘‘The very atmosphere of fire-
arms anywhere and everywhere re-
strains evil interference. They deserve 
a place of honor with all that’s good.’’ 
He also said: ‘‘A free people ought to be 
armed.’’ I can’t say it better myself. 

The National Park Service has regu-
lations that limit hunting and the 
right to carry or possess firearms even 
in States and localities where it is le-
gally permitted. These regulations 
harm wildlife and the environment be-
cause local wildlife management offi-
cials are impeded in their work. Before 

any attempt is made to restrict the 
rights of gun owners and the second 
amendment defenders, this motion to 
recommit protects their legal existing 
rights now and in the future. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
motion to recommit. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to oppose the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from West Virginia is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, the 
form of the amendment, which calls on 
the House to promptly recommit the 
bill, as I know all Members realize, is a 
parliamentary tactic that kills the 
bill. That wording makes it perfectly 
clear that the motion is not about its 
subject. It is purely and simply another 
one of those ‘‘gotcha’’ votes. 

A vote to recommit is a vote to kill 
this bill, which has the support of a 
long and bipartisan list of Members, a 
large and vocal constituency across 
eight districts and the District of Co-
lumbia, and the support of the Bush ad-
ministration. Again, the current legis-
lation as written has the support of the 
Bush administration. It has the sup-
port of the National Rifle Association. 

To briefly address the substance of 
this issue, the bill before the House al-
ready reaffirms the right of gun owners 
and hunters by ensuring that current 
State management of fish and resident 
wildlife will remain unaffected by the 
bill. It should not be necessary to in-
clude this language because nothing in 
the bill would affect those State laws 
or regulations. Nevertheless, we have 
included this language already in the 
bill, which renders the motion before 
us wholly unnecessary. 

The Trails Act has been around since 
1968, and we have thousands of miles of 
trails all over the country, and all over 
the country hunting, fishing, trapping 
have flourished nonetheless. The bill 
already contains sufficient protections 
for gun owners. I repeat. The bill al-
ready contains sufficient protections 
for gun owners. 

A vote to recommit is a vote to kill 
the bill. It’s that simple, and I would 
urge all Members to vote ‘‘no’’ on this 
motion to recommit. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. WESTMORELAND. Parliamen-

tary inquiry, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, if this motion to recommit 
did pass, could the bill not be sent back 
to the committee from which it came 
and brought back on the next legisla-
tive day? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the 
Chair has reaffirmed, on November 15, 
2007, at some subsequent time, the 
committee could meet and report the 
bill back to the House. 
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Mr. WESTMORELAND. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Ms. FALLIN. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on the motion to 
recommit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on passage of the bill, if ordered, 
and the motion to instruct on H.R. 
3121. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 202, nays 
211, not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 483] 

YEAS—202 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cazayoux 
Chabot 
Childers 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 

Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marshall 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 

Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 

Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 

Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 

Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—211 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 

Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 

Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—21 

Andrews 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Conyers 
Deal (GA) 

Fortenberry 
Frelinghuysen 
Gordon 
Hill 
Hulshof 
Marchant 
Markey 
Neal (MA) 

Pickering 
Pryce (OH) 
Rush 
Slaughter 
Waxman 
Young (AK) 

b 1528 

Ms. BEAN and Messrs. RANGEL and 
TANNER changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. KING of Iowa changed his vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 345, noes 69, 
not voting 20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 484] 

AYES—345 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 

Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 

Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
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Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 

Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 

Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOES—69 

Barton (TX) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Coble 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Doolittle 
Duncan 
Feeney 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 

Goode 
Goodlatte 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Mack 
Manzullo 
McHenry 
Miller (FL) 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 

Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pence 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Royce 
Sali 
Scalise 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Walberg 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—20 

Andrews 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Conyers 
Deal (GA) 

Doyle 
Fortenberry 
Frelinghuysen 
Gordon 
Hill 
Hulshof 
Marchant 

Neal (MA) 
Pickering 
Pryce (OH) 
Rush 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Waxman 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Less than 2 minutes remain 
in this vote. 

b 1537 

Mr. GINGREY changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES 
ON H.R. 3121, FLOOD INSURANCE 
REFORM AND MODERNIZATION 
ACT OF 2008 

MOTION TO INSTRUCT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to instruct on H.R. 3121 offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER) on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion. 

The Clerk redesignated the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to instruct. 
This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 385, nays 26, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 485] 

YEAS—385 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Cazayoux 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 

Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Fossella 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 

Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 

Lungren, Daniel 
E. 

Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 

Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 

Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—26 

Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boustany 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Cubin 
Forbes 

Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Higgins 
Israel 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Latham 

Loebsack 
McCarthy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Nadler 
Pallone 
Roybal-Allard 
Scalise 
Weiner 

NOT VOTING—23 

Andrews 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cleaver 
Conyers 
Deal (GA) 

Doyle 
Fortenberry 
Frelinghuysen 
Gordon 
Hill 
Hulshof 
Marchant 
McNulty 

Mica 
Neal (MA) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pryce (OH) 
Rush 
Slaughter 
Waxman 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised that 2 
minutes remain on this vote. 

b 1545 
Mr. KLEIN of Florida changed his 

vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 
So the motion to instruct was agreed 

to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6378 July 10, 2008 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I took a 
leave of absence the afternoon of July 10, 
2008, as I was attending to personal business. 
The following list describes how I would have 
voted had I been in attendance this afternoon. 

‘‘Yea’’—on Pearce (NM) amendment. 
‘‘Aye’’—on Motion to Recommit H.R. 1286. 
‘‘Yea’’—Final Passage H.R. 1286—Revolu-

tionary Route National Historic Trail Designa-
tion Act. 

‘‘Yea’’—Motion to Instruct Conferees on 
H.R. 1321—Flood Insurance Reform and Mod-
ernization Act of 2007. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. ED-

WARDS of Maryland). Without objec-
tion, the Chair appoints the following 
conferees: 

From the Committee on Financial 
Services, for consideration of the 
House bill and the Senate amendment, 
and modifications committed to con-
ference: Messrs. FRANK of Massachu-
setts, KANJORSKI, Ms. WATERS, Messrs. 
WATT, CLAY, KLEIN of Florida, 
MAHONEY of Florida, BACHUS, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, Mrs. CAPITO, Messrs. GARRETT 
of New Jersey, and PRICE of Georgia. 

From the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for consideration of sec. 302 
of the Senate amendment, and modi-
fications committed to conference: 
Messrs. DINGELL, BOUCHER, and BARTON 
of Texas. 

From the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for consider-
ation of secs. 7 and 22 of the House bill, 
and secs. 107, 119, and 301 of the Senate 
amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Messrs. BRALEY 
of Iowa, and GRAVES. 

For consideration of secs. 7 and 35 of 
the House bill, and sec. 128 of the Sen-
ate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: Mr. TAYLOR. 

There was no objection. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that Members may 
have 5 days to revise and extend their 
remarks on the motion to instruct on 
H.R. 3121. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 1286, WASH-
INGTON-ROCHAMBEAU REVOLU-
TIONARY ROUTE NATIONAL HIS-
TORIC TRAIL DESIGNATION ACT 

Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk be 
authorized to make technical correc-
tions in the engrossment of H.R. 1286, 
including corrections in spelling, punc-
tuation, section and title numbering, 
cross-referencing, conforming amend-
ments to the table of contents and 
short titles, and the insertion of appro-
priate headings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONTINUED BENE-
FITS FOR CERTAIN SENATE RES-
TAURANTS EMPLOYEES 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the Sen-
ate bill (S. 2967) to provide for certain 
Federal employee benefits to be contin-
ued for certain employees of the Sen-
ate Restaurants after operations of the 
Senate Restaurants are contracted to 
be performed by a private business con-
cern, and for other purposes, and ask 
for its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the Senate bill is as fol-

lows: 
S. 2967 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. CONTINUED BENEFITS FOR CERTAIN 

SENATE RESTAURANTS EMPLOYEES. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) CONTRACTOR.—The term ‘‘contractor’’ 

means the private business concern that en-
ters into a food services contract with the 
Architect of the Capitol. 

(2) COVERED INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘‘cov-
ered individual’’ means any individual who— 

(A) is a Senate Restaurants employee who 
is an employee of the Architect of the Cap-
itol on the date of enactment of this Act, in-
cluding— 

(i) a permanent, full-time or part-time em-
ployee; 

(ii) a temporary, full-time or part-time em-
ployee; and 

(iii) an employee in a position described 
under the second or third provisos under the 
subheading ‘‘SENATE OFFICE BUILDINGS’’ 
under the heading ‘‘CAPITOL BUILDINGS AND 
GROUNDS’’ under the heading ‘‘ARCHITECT 
OF THE CAPITOL’’ in the Legislative 
Branch Appropriations Act, 1972 (2 U.S.C. 
2048); 

(B) becomes an employee of the contractor 
under a food services contract on the trans-
fer date; and 

(C) with respect to benefits under sub-
section (c)(2) or (3), files an election before 
the transfer date with the Office of Human 
Resources of the Architect of the Capitol to 
have 1 or more benefits continued in accord-
ance with this section. 

(3) FOOD SERVICES CONTRACT.—The term 
‘‘food services contract’’ means a contract 
under which food services operations of the 
Senate Restaurants are transferred to, and 
performed by, a private business concern. 

(4) TRANSFER DATE.—The term ‘‘transfer 
date’’ means the date on which a contractor 
begins the performance of food services oper-
ations under a food services contract. 

(b) ELECTION OF COVERAGE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.— 
(A) RETIREMENT COVERAGE.—Not later than 

the day before the transfer date, an indi-
vidual described under subsection (a)(2)(A) 
and (B) may file an election with the Office 
of Human Resources of the Architect of the 

Capitol to continue coverage under the re-
tirement system under which that individual 
is covered on that day. 

(B) LIFE AND HEALTH INSURANCE COV-
ERAGE.—If the individual files an election 
under subparagraph (A) to continue retire-
ment coverage, the individual may also file 
an election with the Office of Human Re-
sources of the Architect of the Capitol to 
continue coverage of any other benefit under 
subsection (c)(2) or (3) for which that indi-
vidual is covered on that day. Any election 
under this subparagraph shall be filed not 
later than the day before the transfer date. 

(2) NOTIFICATION TO THE OFFICE OF PER-
SONNEL MANAGEMENT.—The Office of Human 
Resources of the Architect of the Capitol 
shall provide timely notification to the Of-
fice of Personnel Management of any elec-
tion filed under paragraph (1). 

(c) CONTINUITY OF BENEFITS.— 
(1) PAY.—The rate of basic pay of a covered 

individual as an employee of a contractor, or 
successor contractor, during a period of con-
tinuous service may not be reduced to a rate 
less than the rate of basic pay paid to that 
individual as an employee of the Architect of 
the Capitol on the day before the transfer 
date, except for cause. 

(2) RETIREMENT AND LIFE INSURANCE BENE-
FITS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of chapters 
83, 84, and 87 of title 5, United States Code— 

(i) any period of continuous service per-
formed by a covered individual as an em-
ployee of a contractor, or successor con-
tractor, shall be deemed to be a period of 
service as an employee of the Architect of 
the Capitol; and 

(ii) the rate of basic pay of the covered in-
dividual during the period described under 
clause (i) shall be deemed to be the rate of 
basic pay of that individual as an employee 
of the Architect of the Capitol on the date on 
which the Architect of the Capitol enters 
into the food services contract. 

(B) TREATMENT AS CIVIL SERVICE RETIRE-
MENT OFFSET EMPLOYEES.—In the case of a 
covered individual who on the day before the 
transfer date is subject to subchapter III of 
chapter 83 of title 5, United States Code, but 
whose employment with the Architect of the 
Capitol is not employment for purposes of 
title II of the Social Security Act and chap-
ter 21 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986— 

(i) the employment described under sub-
paragraph (A)(i) shall, for purposes of sub-
chapter III of chapter 83 of title 5, United 
States Code, be deemed to be— 

(I) employment of an individual described 
under section 8402(b)(2) of title 5, United 
States Code; and 

(II) Federal service as defined under sec-
tion 8349(c) of title 5, United States Code; 
and 

(ii) the basic pay described under subpara-
graph (A)(ii) for employment described under 
subparagraph (A)(i) shall be deemed to be 
Federal wages as defined under section 
8334(k)(2)(C)(i) of title 5, United States Code. 

(3) HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS.—For pur-
poses of chapters 89, 89A, and 89B of title 5, 
United States Code, any period of continuous 
service performed by a covered individual as 
an employee of a contractor, or successor 
contractor, shall be deemed to be a period of 
service as an employee of the Architect of 
the Capitol. 

(4) LEAVE.— 
(A) CREDIT OF LEAVE.—Subject to section 

6304 of title 5, United States Code, annual 
and sick leave balances of any covered indi-
vidual shall be credited to the leave accounts 
of that individual as an employee of the con-
tractor, or any successor contractor. A food 
services contract may include provisions 
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similar to regulations prescribed under sec-
tion 6308 of title 5, United States Code, to 
implement this subparagraph. 

(B) ACCRUAL RATE.—During any period of 
continuous service performed by a covered 
individual as an employee of a contractor, or 
successor contractor, that individual shall 
continue to accrue annual and sick leave at 
rates not less than the rates applicable to 
that individual on the day before the trans-
fer date. 

(C) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The second and third provisos under 
the subheading ‘‘SENATE OFFICE BUILDINGS’’ 
under the heading ‘‘CAPITOL BUILDINGS AND 
GROUNDS’’ under the heading ‘‘ARCHITECT 
OF THE CAPITOL’’ in the Legislative 
Branch Appropriations Act, 1972 (2 U.S.C. 
2048) are repealed. 

(5) TRANSIT SUBSIDY.—For purposes of any 
benefit under section 7905 of title 5, United 
States Code, any period of continuous serv-
ice performed by a covered individual as an 
employee of a contractor, or successor con-
tractor, shall be deemed to be a period of 
service as an employee of the Architect of 
the Capitol. 

(6) EMPLOYEE PAY; GOVERNMENT CONTRIBU-
TIONS; TRANSIT SUBSIDY PAYMENTS; AND OTHER 
BENEFITS.— 

(A) PAYMENT BY CONTRACTOR.—A con-
tractor, or any successor to the contractor, 
shall pay— 

(i) the pay of a covered individual as an 
employee of a contractor, or successor con-
tractor, during a period of continuous serv-
ice; 

(ii) Government contributions for the bene-
fits of a covered individual under paragraph 
(2) or (3); 

(iii) any transit subsidy for a covered indi-
vidual under paragraph (5); and 

(iv) any payment for any other benefit for 
a covered individual in accordance with a 
food services contract. 

(B) REIMBURSEMENTS AND PAYMENTS BY AR-
CHITECT OF THE CAPITOL.—From appropria-
tions made available to the Architect of the 
Capitol under the heading ‘‘SENATE OFFICE 
BUILDINGS’’ under the heading ‘‘ARCHITECT 
OF THE CAPITOL’’, the Architect of the 
Capitol shall— 

(i) reimburse a contractor, or any suc-
cessor contractor, for that portion of any 
payment under subparagraph (A) which the 
Architect of the Capitol agreed to pay under 
a food services contract; and 

(ii) pay a contractor, or any successor con-
tractor, for any administrative fee (or por-
tion of an administrative fee) which the Ar-
chitect of the Capitol agreed to pay under a 
food services contract. 

(7) REGULATIONS.— 
(A) OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—After consultation with 

the Architect of the Capitol, the Director of 
the Office of Personnel Management shall 
prescribe regulations to provide for the con-
tinuity of benefits under paragraphs (2) and 
(3). 

(ii) CONTENTS.—Regulations under this sub-
paragraph shall— 

(I) include regulations relating to em-
ployee deductions and employee and em-
ployer contributions and deposits in the 
Civil Service Retirement and Disability 
Fund, the Employees’ Life Insurance Fund, 
and the Employees Health Benefits Fund; 
and 

(II) provide for the Architect of the Capitol 
to perform employer administrative func-
tions necessary to ensure administration of 
continued coverage of benefits under para-
graphs (2) and (3), including receipt and 
transmission of the deductions, contribu-
tions, and deposits described under subclause 
(I), the collection and transmission of such 
information as necessary, and the perform-

ance of other administrative functions as 
may be required. 

(B) THRIFT SAVINGS PLAN BENEFITS.—After 
consultation with the Architect of the Cap-
itol, the Executive Director appointed by the 
Federal Retirement Thrift Investment Board 
under section 8474(a) of title 5, United States 
Code, shall prescribe regulations to provide 
for the continuity of benefits under para-
graph (2) of this subsection relating to sub-
chapter III of chapter 84 of that title. Regu-
lations under this subparagraph shall include 
regulations relating to employee deductions 
and employee and employer contributions 
and deposits in the Thrift Savings Fund. 

(d) COVERED INDIVIDUALS NOT ENTITLED TO 
SEVERANCE PAY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under 
paragraph (2), a covered individual shall not 
be entitled to severance pay under section 
5595 of title 5, United States Code, by reason 
of— 

(A) separation from service with the Archi-
tect of the Capitol and becoming an em-
ployee of a contractor under a food services 
contract; or 

(B) termination of employment with a con-
tractor, or successor to a contractor. 

(2) SEPARATION DURING 90-DAY PERIOD.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.— 
(i) COVERED INDIVIDUALS.—Except as pro-

vided under clause (ii), a covered individual 
shall be entitled to severance pay under sec-
tion 5595 of title 5, United States Code, if 
during the 90-day period following the trans-
fer date the employment of that individual 
with a contractor is terminated as provided 
under a food services contract. 

(ii) EXCEPTION.—Clause (i) shall not apply 
to a covered individual who is terminated for 
cause. 

(B) TREATMENT.—For purposes of section 
5595 of title 5, United States Code— 

(i) any period of continuous service per-
formed by a covered individual described 
under subparagraph (A) as an employee of a 
contractor shall be deemed to be a period of 
service as an employee of the Architect of 
the Capitol; and 

(ii) any termination of employment of a 
covered individual described under subpara-
graph (A) with a contractor shall be treated 
as a separation from service with the Archi-
tect of the Capitol. 

(e) VOLUNTARY SEPARATION INCENTIVE PAY-
MENTS.— 

(1) SUBMISSION OF PLAN.—Not later than 30 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Architect of the Capitol shall submit a 
plan under section 210 of the Legislative 
Branch Appropriations Act, 2005 (2 U.S.C. 
60q) to the applicable committees as pro-
vided under that section. 

(2) PLAN.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 

210(e) of the Legislative Branch Appropria-
tions Act, 2005 (2 U.S.C. 60q(e)), the plan sub-
mitted under this subsection shall— 

(i) offer a voluntary separation incentive 
payment to any employee described under 
subsection (a)(2)(A) of this section in accord-
ance with section 210 of that Act; and 

(ii) offer such a payment to any such em-
ployee who becomes a covered individual, if 
that individual accepts the offer during the 
90-day period following the transfer date. 

(B) TREATMENT OF COVERED INDIVIDUALS.— 
For purposes of the plan under this sub-
section— 

(i) any period of continuous service per-
formed by a covered individual as an em-
ployee of a contractor shall be deemed to be 
a period of service as an employee of the Ar-
chitect of the Capitol; and 

(ii) any termination of employment of a 
covered individual with a contractor shall be 
treated as a separation from service with the 
Architect of the Capitol. 

(f) EARLY RETIREMENT TREATMENT FOR 
CERTAIN SEPARATED EMPLOYEES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—This subsection applies 
to— 

(A) an employee of the Senate Restaurants 
of the Office of the Architect of the Capitol 
who— 

(i) voluntarily separates from service on or 
after the date of enactment of this Act, but 
prior to the day before the transfer date; and 

(ii) on such date of separation— 
(I) has completed 25 years of service as de-

fined under section 8331(12) or 8401(26) of title 
5, United States Code; or 

(II) has completed 20 years of such service 
and is at least 50 years of age; and 

(B) except as provided under paragraph (2), 
a covered individual— 

(i) whose employment with a contractor is 
terminated as provided under a food services 
contract during the 90-day period following 
the transfer date; and 

(ii) on the date of such termination— 
(I) has completed 25 years of service as de-

fined under section 8331(12) or 8401(26) of title 
5, United States Code; or 

(II) has completed 20 years of such service 
and is at least 50 years of age. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1)(B) shall not 
apply to a covered individual who is termi-
nated for cause. 

(3) TREATMENT.— 
(A) ANNUITY.—Notwithstanding any provi-

sion of chapter 83 or 84 of title 5, United 
States Code, an employee described under 
paragraph (1) is entitled to an annuity which 
shall be computed consistent with the provi-
sions of law applicable to annuities under 
section 8336(d) or 8414(b) of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(B) SEPARATION DURING 90-DAY PERIOD.—For 
purposes of chapter 83 or 84 of title 5, United 
States Code— 

(i) any period of continuous service per-
formed by a covered individual described 
under paragraphs (1)(B) and (2) as an em-
ployee of a contractor shall be deemed to be 
a period of service as an employee of the Ar-
chitect of the Capitol; and 

(ii) any termination of employment of a 
covered individual described under para-
graphs (1)(B) and (2) with a contractor shall 
be treated as a separation from service with 
the Architect of the Capitol. 

(g) CONGRESSIONAL ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 
1995.— 

(1) EMPLOYEES OF THE ARCHITECT OF THE 
CAPITOL.—Section 101(5) of the Congressional 
Accountability Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1301(5)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘, the Botanic Garden, 
or the Senate Restaurant’’ and inserting ‘‘or 
the Botanic Garden’’. 

(2) DISABILITIES.—Section 210(a)(7) of the 
Congressional Accountability Act of 1995 (2 
U.S.C. 1331(a)(7)) is amended by striking ‘‘the 
Senate Restaurants and the Botanic Garden’’ 
and inserting ‘‘the Botanic Garden’’. 

(3) CONTINUING APPLICATION TO CERTAIN 
ACTS AND OMISSIONS.—For purposes of the 
Congressional Accountability Act of 1995 (2 
U.S.C. 1301 et seq.) a covered individual shall 
be treated as an employee of the Architect of 
the Capitol with respect to any act or omis-
sion which occurred before the transfer date. 

(h) DEPOSIT OF COMMISSIONS.— 
(1) SENATE RESTAURANTS FOOD SERVICES 

CONTRACT.—Any commissions paid by a con-
tractor under a food services contract shall 
be deposited in the miscellaneous items ac-
count within the contingent fund of the Sen-
ate. 

(2) USE OF FUNDS.—Any funds deposited 
under paragraph (1) shall be available for ex-
penditure in the same manner as funds ap-
propriated into that account. 

(i) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This Act shall take 
effect on the date of enactment of this Act 
and apply to the remainder of the fiscal year 
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in which enacted and each fiscal year there-
after. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF JESSE 
ALEXANDER HELMS, JR., DISTIN-
GUISHED FORMER SENATOR 
FROM NORTH CAROLINA 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on House Administra-
tion be discharged from further consid-
eration of House Resolution 1325 and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the resolution is as fol-

lows: 
H. RES. 1325 

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., born 
in Monroe, North Carolina on October 18, 
1921, spent a 52-year public career dedicating 
himself to his country, his family, and his 
home State, representing North Carolina in 
the United States Senate for 30 years; 

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., 
served in the United States Navy from 1942 
until 1945; 

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., was 
educated in the public schools of Monroe, 
North Carolina, and at Wingate Junior Col-
lege and Wake Forest College, and served as 
a city editor of the Raleigh Times, an admin-
istrative assistant to United States Senators 
Willis Smith and Alton Lennon, an executive 
director of the North Carolina Bankers Asso-
ciation, a member of the Raleigh City Coun-
cil, and a television and radio executive; 

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., was 
elected to the United States Senate in 1972, 
and served as Chairman of the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee and the Senate 
Agriculture Committee, ultimately serving 
five terms, equal to the longest service of 
any Senator from North Carolina; 

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., was a 
leader against Communism and became the 
first legislator of any nation to address the 
United Nations Security Council; 

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., was 
married for 65 years to Dorothy ‘‘Dot’’ Coble 
Helms, whom he termed his ‘‘best friend’’, 
and Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., is the father 
of three children; and 

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., made 
valuable contributions to his community, 
State, Nation, and the World: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) honors the life, achievements, and dis-
tinguished career of Jesse Alexander Helms, 
Jr., public servant and former Member of the 
United States Senate; and 

(2) expresses its condolences to his wife, 
‘‘Dot’’, and his three children on his passing. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BLUNT. Madam Speaker, I yield 
to my friend from Maryland, the ma-
jority leader, to tell us what is planned 
for next week. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend, the 
Republican Whip, for yielding. 

On Monday, the House will meet at 
12:30 p.m. for morning hour and 2 p.m. 
for legislative business, with votes 
postponed until 6:30 p.m. On Tuesday, 
the House will meet at 9 a.m. for morn-
ing hour and 10 a.m. for legislative 
business. On Wednesday and Thursday, 
the House will meet at 10 a.m. for legis-
lative business. On Friday, no votes are 
expected in the House. 

We will consider several bills under 
suspension of the rules. The complete 
list of suspension bills will be an-
nounced by the close of business to-
morrow. 

In addition, we will consider H.R. 415, 
a bill to designate segments of the 
Taunton River in the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts as a component of the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers. 

In addition, we will consider H.R. 
5959, the Intelligence Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2009; H.R. 3999, the 
National Highway Bridge Reconstruc-
tion and Inspection Act; and, we may 
also consider important energy-related 
legislation. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. 

On H.R. 415, the Taunton River bill, 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers bill, does 
the gentleman know, does the location 
change at all? Or was it the location 
that was on the bill that earlier was 
scheduled for this week? 

Mr. HOYER. In response, if the gen-
tleman would yield. 

Mr. BLUNT. I will. 
Mr. HOYER. It is the same bill. 
Mr. BLUNT. I think one of our con-

cerns about that on the energy topic, 
which I would hope to go to for a few 
minutes next, is there was a proposed 
liquid natural gas facility in that area 
that I think this designation will im-
pact unless it is defined somehow out 
of that. And if the gentleman wants to 
respond to that, I would yield. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

There is an extensive letter to all of 
our colleagues from Congressmen 
FRANK, MCGOVERN, KENNEDY, 
LANGEVIN, and LYNCH. 

I don’t want to read the whole letter; 
but responding to the points in ques-
tion, I am looking at the letter to see 
whether or not—one of the points they 
make is that notwithstanding this bill 
there are several barriers to this pro-
posal going forward, that is the LNG 
plant. Killing the bill that would pro-
vide environmental benefits to people 
of our districts would in no way save 
the LNG plant from the rejection it has 
already received. The point being, and 
I have not read the entire letter, but 
that there are other impediments ap-
parently to moving forward on that 
LNG plant. As I say, it is a long letter, 
I haven’t read it fully, but I do know 
that each one of the points that was 

raised in the article today have been 
responded to and therefore will be the 
subject of debate once the bill is con-
sidered. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for that. And that is exactly right. 
That will be a bill to be debated, and 
leaders shouldn’t be expected to know 
everything about every aspect of that, 
and particularly on a bill that will be 
debated. I would assume that this des-
ignation would create an additional ob-
stacle, and there may be other obsta-
cles already in place and I am sure that 
will be part of the debate. 

The gentleman’s last comment about 
work for next week indicated that 
there may be other energy-related bills 
scheduled for the floor next week. Does 
the gentleman have a sense of what 
some of those options might be, and 
which ones may be more likely to be on 
the floor next week? 

I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
Yes. As you know, we have been talk-

ing about, on both sides of the aisle, 
developing greater domestic supply 
from that which we have control over 
here in this country. I think both sides 
agree that that is an objective that 
ought to be pursued. The differences 
have been I think where that should be 
done at least in the short term, maybe 
not in the long term. 

In the short term, it is our belief that 
there is very substantial areas avail-
able for further exploration and devel-
opment of energy resources from our 
own country. As the gentleman may 
have heard me say on the floor earlier 
today, there is about 88 million acres 
that we believe is currently available 
for leasing that experts indicate are 
prime opportunities for finding, drill-
ing, and producing energy for our coun-
try. We may well consider legislation 
which will try to accelerate, particu-
larly in Alaska, where there is 23 mil-
lion acres in the National Petroleum 
Reserve area designated and approved 
by the Congress for drilling, where ap-
proximately 1 million acres of that has 
been currently let for lease but there 
are substantial millions of acres still 
available. So we may well have legisla-
tion which will direct the administra-
tion to accelerate the leases for that 
area and speed the development. 

In addition, we may well include in 
that legislation the Use It Or Lose It 
bill, we had disagreements on whether 
that was appropriate, which essentially 
says to companies: Don’t inventory 
large segments. If you are not going to 
use it, let’s get it back and give it to 
some who may well use it at this point 
in time. Again, an opportunity to ac-
celerate the exploration and securing 
of oil within our control here in this 
country. 

In addition, that legislation I think 
will include a requirement that any oil 
petroleum products that are produced 
as a result of this legislation or as a re-
sult of these leaseholds being extended, 
that petroleum would need to be used 
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in the United States of America, not 
exported to Japan or to other nations. 

You had in a piece of legislation that 
you had in 2005 a similar provision. I 
can’t recall the phrase right now, but 
essentially requiring due diligent re-
quirement as they proceeded with the 
leases to develop the energy. So we 
think our Use Or Lose It is, while not 
exactly what you include in your 2005 
bill, certainly a similar objective of 
saying: You get the leases, let’s de-
velop the oil. 

We will also be calling I think in that 
legislation, Mr. Whip, on the President 
to pursue finishing construction of the 
natural gas and the oil pipelines from 
Alaska as soon as possible. If that re-
quires resources, for the administra-
tion to ask for those resources. 

We share again a view that it is pru-
dent for us to develop all of the lands 
that we currently have available. And 
pretty significant, again, I don’t know 
whether you were there, but the 88 mil-
lion acres essentially covers Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu-
setts, Connecticut, New York, Dela-
ware, New Jersey, and most of Mary-
land. So a pretty large area that is 
available now. 

So we want to pursue that, but clear-
ly want to see further exploration, fur-
ther drilling, and further utilization of 
our own resources here in this country, 
all with the view of bringing prices 
down. 

Now, we don’t know specifically why 
prices have spiked so rapidly, but we 
are very concerned about it. As you 
have heard me say before, prices during 
the last 8 years of the nineties went 
from $1.06 to $1.46, about one nickel a 
year. Prices during the last 71⁄2 years 
have spiked from that $1.46 to now $4.15 
or so. All the energy policies that have 
been adopted have obviously been 
adopted in the last 71⁄2 years with 
President Bush’s signature. There is no 
energy bill that is passed without his 
signature. So that we believe that we 
have not been successful over the last 
71⁄2 years of getting an energy policy in 
place which has given us independence 
and provided for stable prices. 

b 1600 

Both the President and proponents of 
the 2005 legislation, which I voted for, 
by the way, because I think we need to 
seek energy independence, but the pro-
ponents of that bill indicated 3 years 
ago that it would keep prices down and 
make sure that we had supply. That 
hasn’t been the case. Obviously, that 
was not the intent of anybody who was 
for the bill that that wouldn’t happen, 
but that is the legislation that we cur-
rently are looking at. We are devel-
oping that now and trying to write the 
language essentially with the objective 
of utilizing the 88 million acres that we 
currently have authorized on which to 
drill because we think that is the 
quickest way to proceed. 

Mr. BLUNT. In that regard, on the 
2005 energy bill that I voted for and the 
gentleman just said he voted for, I 

think we did head things in the right 
direction. Of course from the 6 years 
prior to 2007, energy gas prices in-
creased by about 50 cents a gallon; and 
in the 17 months since then, they have 
better than doubled. Everybody can 
take the numbers and do lots of things 
with them. Nobody likes the doubled 
number. There is no doubt about that. 

In one of the early bills, I think it 
was H.R. 6, actually this Congress 
voted to repeal the incentives that we 
put in that bill that you and I voted for 
in 2005, the House voted to repeal those 
incentives which would have made it 
easier to promote the NPRA drilling 
area. I think maybe the position we 
would hopefully take in the future 
would be that we would want to con-
tinue to make those things easier to do 
rather than harder to do. 

I would also say in terms of the 68 
million acres, I have heard that a lot 
and I am sure we will continue to hear 
it a lot. Number one, not all of that 
land has oil or gas on it. Two, even if 
it does, you don’t drill on every acre to 
drain this important resource from it. 
We are all going to learn a lot more 
about the gas and oil business, even 
than we know today, and my guess is 
that we know a lot more than we did 
even 6 months ago. 

I do know in the last 6 years, as we 
frankly have accelerated exploration, 
that lawsuits to slow down exploration 
have gone up 718 percent in the last 6 
years. 

So if we want to deal with things like 
lawsuits and trying to expedite the 
process, that’s a very appropriate thing 
to do, and at that point it is even more 
appropriate to hold people to their 
strict lease standards that they have. 

The 22 million acres in Alaska, while 
that is some place we ought to look for 
both oil and gas, I don’t know that we 
are going to be in an either/or environ-
ment, and particularly in this case 
where we want to look at what makes 
the most sense the quickest. I would 
also mention to the gentleman that we 
have a bill on the ANWR itself, it is 
H.R. 6107, that already adopts that 
principle that none of the petroleum 
coming out of there would go anywhere 
but to the United States. So many are 
already cosponsoring legislation that 
accepts that principle. It is a principle 
that if it’s an easy way to open up new 
resources, I think it is something that 
we should be talking about and making 
sure that we get it just right. We do 
not want to assume that the oil compa-
nies can be micromanaged by Congress. 
We want to do what we can to make 
sure that we are producing American 
energy in the maximum way, and also 
understand that every oil lease does 
not result in oil. If it did, my good 
friend and I could open up Hoyer & 
Blunt and become oilmen if we could 
just get a lease. A lease doesn’t mean 
there is anything there, but we ought 
to be sure that these leases are being 
vigorously pursued. We also should be 
sure that we are doing anything we 
reasonably can do to remove impedi-

ments, whether those impediments are 
lawsuits or the language that was in 
H.R. 6 that the House of Representa-
tives passed. The Senate didn’t pass it 
so the law didn’t change, but the mes-
sage to people out there looking for oil 
is that there is a new sheriff in town 
and the rules are different than they 
were under the old sheriff, and maybe 
we ought to get out of town. 

A lot of this hesitancy about explor-
ing could result from debates right 
here on the floor. We want to do things 
in debate, and I take my friend’s word 
that he wants to, too, that encourages 
exploration, not discourages explo-
ration. 

I yield to my good friend. 
Mr. HOYER. You mentioned H.R. 6. 

First of all, as you heard in my list, we 
are not contemplating adding that into 
this legislation that we might be con-
sidering. However, let me say this, very 
honestly. You and I both, I think every 
Member in this body very much sup-
ports the free market system. We have 
found it provides the greatest good for 
the greatest number throughout the 
world. 

In 2005, you put incentives in the bill, 
$14 billion worth of tax breaks for oil 
companies. Oil was then, as you point 
out, about half of what it is bringing 
today at the pump. The free market 
system, in my view, is if you are get-
ting a high price for your product, you 
try to produce more of it and you try 
to find more of it. The oil companies 
are earning the highest price that they 
have ever received in the history of the 
sale of oil. That ought to be the incen-
tive, not taxpayers who are paying the 
highest price at the pump they have 
ever paid, also having to pay higher 
taxes because the oil companies are 
getting an incentive of $14 billion of 
tax cuts to incentivize what ought to 
be incentivized by the price that they 
are getting for their product. 

I want to say further that the infor-
mation I have, and I think you will 
find this interesting, is that Exxon 
made $40 billion in profits last year. I 
am informed $32 billion of that profit 
was spent to buy back stock. Not to do 
additional research, not to drill in 
America or any place else, but $32 bil-
lion to buy back their stock. Obviously 
that did have a very good effect on 
those stockholders who remained be-
cause their equity clearly went up. I do 
not criticize that, but I point it out be-
cause it was not spent either to 
produce more oil product, petroleum 
product, or to pursue alternative en-
ergy sources which we think is impor-
tant which is what we will use the $14 
billion in H.R. 6, whether it was hybrid 
cars, ethanol research, water, wind, hy-
droelectric, or from my perspective, 
nuclear. 

Let me also say that I understand 
what you are saying, but when we talk 
about this 68 million or 88 million 
acres, let me give you this point. The 
oil and gas companies hold leases on 
these 68 million now, land and water. 
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They are not producing on these acre-
age, and 81 percent, according to ex-
perts, of the estimated oil and gas re-
sources on Federal lands and the OCS 
are currently available for develop-
ment in these reserves, and they are 
equal to 107 billion barrels of oil and 
658 trillion cubic feet of natural gas. 

So what we are saying and what we 
will say in this legislation is that you 
have about 14 years supply here for 
America if you would develop this 107 
billion barrels of oil or 658 trillion feet 
of natural gas on the land or offshore 
that you currently have leases on. 

So I think this is a good debate to 
have, and ultimately hopefully at some 
point in time we will get through the 
politics of this issue on both sides and 
we will get to a point where frankly we 
develop this. 

But I will also tell my friend that if 
we focus only on petroleum, we will 
not serve your young son or my grand-
children—you are much younger than I 
am—or my grandchildren very well be-
cause I will tell you, and as you know, 
I have a great granddaughter. She is 18 
months of age. When she is my age, pe-
troleum will not be her major source of 
energy. We know that. Petroleum is a 
wasting resource. By that I mean it is 
a resource that is going to go away. We 
don’t know how much is left. Experts 
don’t know how much Saudi Arabia 
still has. But we need to pursue vigor-
ously alternatives while at the same 
time, as you and I would agree, devel-
oping that 107 billion barrels that we 
have here in this country that are cur-
rently available for lease. 

Frankly, if the companies tell us 
that they really can’t produce from 
that, then maybe we ought to look at 
other sites as well. But certainly it 
seems to us, you ought to use what you 
have first; and if that doesn’t work, we 
ought to go on to a second or third or 
fourth site. 

I thank the gentleman for his toler-
ance in my taking that time. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for that. I am old enough now that I 
never argue with anyone who suggests 
I am a lot younger, even if I am not a 
lot younger. My children and grand-
children, too, I think, will live in a 
world much different than the world we 
are in right now; but it will take 
awhile to get there. And I absolutely 
agree we should be at an all-systems- 
forward effort to find the next tech-
nology, and while we are finding the 
next technology, to use the resources 
we have as an economic asset, not to 
see them as an environmental hazard. 
We need to get there. We need to have 
a debate that gets us there. 

We are going to have some figures 
that we are going to disagree about. It 
is hard with these sort of believed re-
serves to know what they are. I person-
ally think I will have a lot of facts that 
suggest that 81 percent of the known 
reserves in oil and gas are not in those 
68 million acres, but I am also for pur-
suing those 68 million acres vigorously. 

The oil shale in the West, we had a 
hearing last week that only members 

of my party attended because we want-
ed to talk about this whole issue of 
what this Congress could have done, 
and just the oil shale amounts in the 
West that I think are not calculated 
into your figure are hugely significant 
in how we use our resources in the fu-
ture. We want to do that. We want to 
remove obstacles. 

On the $14 billion, and we have de-
bated this before and I am not going to 
spend a lot of time on this, but I think 
everybody in this room understands 
that $14 billion so-called tax break for 
the so-called oil companies is their 
part of the domestic manufacturing tax 
incentive that every American business 
gets. Now if we want to take that away 
from companies that are successful, 
that’s a different principle. Maybe we 
take it away from computer compa-
nies. Who do we take it away from? We 
want those jobs here. That is what that 
is about. I would like to have that de-
bate one of these days about whether 
or not those manufacturing jobs need 
to be here. We think that they need to 
be here for every other industry in the 
country. Why is this the one industry 
where we say, they are going to manu-
facture here anyway, particularly 
based on everything we know about the 
worldwide oil challenge we face, why 
would we want to do anything that 
would encourage the oil product to be 
refined somewhere outside of this coun-
try? That is what that domestic manu-
facturing incentive is for. I think every 
time when we talk about this as a big 
tax break for the oil companies, it 
sounds like we have gone into the tax 
law and said if you are an oil company, 
you get something that nobody else 
gets. What we have done in the tax law 
is say if you are an oil company and 
you refine a product, if you manufac-
ture a product, if you produce a prod-
uct in this country, you get exactly 
what everybody else gets that makes 
that decision to make their computer 
in Texas instead of Romania. That’s 
what that incentive is. 

Now, every time it is discussed on 
the floor, it is this big benefit that was 
just designed for the oil companies, and 
that is just not the fact. It is a domes-
tic manufacturing benefit. 

Mr. HOYER. Will my friend yield just 
on that? 

Mr. BLUNT. I yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I just want to say that 

I understand what you have just said. 
But, of course, they never did have 
that until the 2005 bill, or one of the 
tax bills that was passed around that 
time. Prior to that time, the manufac-
turers had that, as you observed, that’s 
correct, but the oil companies were 
never included in it originally or for 
long periods of time. They were added 
just in the last 2005 or 2006 or 2004, I am 
not sure exactly which bill added it. So 
it is not as if that had been in place 
when the tax to which you refer, the 
incentive to which you refer, was origi-
nally included in the code. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend, but 
part of the unfortunate circumstance 

we find ourselves in is, as we have re-
stricted access to some of our own sup-
ply, we in fact saw in the last decade 
that this industry that had been forced 
to be totally domestic, and we hoped it 
could be totally domestic again, was 
sending jobs out of the country because 
we were bringing in refined product for 
the first time. 

b 1615 
Because we were bringing in refined 

product for the first time, we were 
doing other things that the Congress 
should want to reverse. 

One other topic I have today, and I 
look forward to a good debate on these 
energy issues. I would hope these en-
ergy issues could come to the floor 
under a rule, by the way, and I would 
ask my friend if there is any plan to 
bring the energy bills that he would 
hope to bring to the floor in the next 
week, 2 weeks, 3 weeks with a rule that 
allows more than a 40-minute debate 
on a suspension bill. 

And I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. That’s under discussion. 

As I said, we’re discussing the compo-
nent parts of the bill. We haven’t de-
cided how that bill will come to the 
floor. But I will certainly look forward 
to discussing it with you. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend. I 
think that will be a helpful addition to 
this debate. 

You know, when you have a suspen-
sion debate on a bill, particularly a bill 
that maybe has a majority but it can’t 
get a suspension number, you check a 
box but you really don’t move the 
agenda forward. I would hope that we 
could see some of these under rules. 

My final topic of the day, unless you 
raise another one, is I read in the Asso-
ciated Press just yesterday that the 
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, Chairman OBEY, announced 
that the House will not consider a sin-
gle appropriations bill this year. If that 
was true, this will be the first time in 
at least 22 years, maybe ever, that the 
House has failed to consider a single 
appropriation bill in any given session. 

The committee has passed five bills 
that are out of full committee ready to 
go to the floor: Homeland Security; 
Military Construction; Energy and 
Water; Commerce, Justice, Science; 
and Financial Services. And I guess I’m 
asking my friend to verify whether or 
not the chairman’s view on this is the 
view of the majority, and if we would 
expect not to see any appropriations 
bills on the floor. 

And you can take this question in 
whatever order in July, in August, or 
as he said, this year. 

And I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
I cannot confirm, because I haven’t 

seen the report on that, nor has the 
chairman told me that he made such 
an announcement. I did read an article 
in which he indicated that he thought 
that might be the case. 

As you know, he tried to move the 
Labor-Health bill through to markup 
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through the full committee, and as you 
know, the ranking member moved to 
substitute the Interior bill rather than 
do the Labor-Health bill. 

The chairman believed he was pur-
suing the regular order. I have never 
seen, in the 23 years that I served on 
the Appropriations Committee, one of 
the appropriations bills substituted for 
another one of the appropriations bills 
in the appropriations process. 

So a lot of unusual things are hap-
pening, unfortunately. And we haven’t 
been pursuing regular order. I lament 
that, personally. I think that we ought 
to do that. 

I will say that last year, as you 
know, we passed every appropriations 
bill through the House of Representa-
tives by the August break. We had 
some difficulty at the end doing that, 
but we got them all passed. And we 
passed them all in the year, in the cal-
endar year that we were supposed to 
pass them, not in the fiscal year, in De-
cember. As you know in a number of 
years we didn’t do that until the fol-
lowing year: nine one year, eight the 
other passed in January, the end of 
January or the middle of February, as 
I recall, 2 years. I forget whether it was 
2004 and 2005 or 2005 and 2006. 

So I share the gentlemen’s concern. I 
think both sides share the concern that 
the appropriations process is not pro-
ceeding in the regular order. But I 
want to say to the gentleman that 
from my perspective, I have not con-
cluded that we’re not going to consider 
any appropriations bills on the floor. 

Mr. BLUNT. I just suggest, the state-
ment I read, and perhaps it was not ac-
curate, but it seemed like an incredibly 
definitive statement on the part of the 
chairman; and since this is the work 
that the Congress has to do to fund the 
government, I would assume that the 
chairman will soon be conferring with 
the leader and the Speaker to deter-
mine if bills are coming to the floor or 
not. 

Mr. HOYER. Will my friend yield on 
that? 

Mr. BLUNT. I would 
Mr. HOYER. Thank you. 
Senator REID in the other body has 

made it pretty clear that he does not 
believe, again, given the failure to pur-
sue regular order in the Senate, that he 
will be able to get any bills passed, the 
Senate appropriations bills. 

So one of the factors under consider-
ation by Mr. OBEY is that if the Senate 
is not going to consider any bills, that 
because they cannot get the bills 
through the House and to the Presi-
dent—of course, the President sent 
down a number, said, If you go over 
that number, I’m going to veto all of 
the bills anyway. And we had real dif-
ficulty last year, as you know, with 
that happening. That’s not happened in 
my career before. I don’t mean that a 
President hasn’t indicated he would 
veto, but there was always room to 
work on that. 

But that is one of the complicating 
factors or two of the complicating fac-

tors: the President’s position and the 
Senate’s position as well. 

But I think the major problem is 
that the regular order Mr. OBEY did not 
feel was being pursued in the com-
mittee. 

Mr. BLUNT. We might ask Mr. OBEY 
what his views might be about his bills 
that are already through the com-
mittee in regular order and why those 
five bills couldn’t come to the House. 

You know, we have, in the years of 
our majority, always with an open 
rule, taken substantial time. It seemed 
to me 1 year we took five full days of 
hearing amendments on the Labor HHS 
bill and other bills, numerous bills at a 
time. 

The evaluation of last year, the 
House passed its bills, but at the end of 
the day, we had one vote on one big bill 
which may not have been nearly as 
healthy as having nine individual votes 
and then having to carry three bills 
over into the next year to get them 
done one at a time. But that’s not real-
ly the question. 

The question is what about the bills 
that are out of the committee now and 
what would be a violation of any reg-
ular order problem to bring those to 
the House and take the time that we 
clearly have? We’re passing a lot of leg-
islation off the House floor, but not 
very much of it winds up on the Presi-
dent’s desk. If we begin to determine 
the House schedule based on what the 
Senate is willing to do and a bill that 
can get to the President, not much of 
what we’ve done in the last several 
weeks really had much impact. 

But I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I would not agree with 

the gentleman. After all, we did pass 
the Iraq funding, we passed a very sub-
stantive supplemental, we passed a GI 
bill, we passed an unemployment insur-
ance extension. We passed an energy 
bill last year signed by the President. I 
think much of what we passed in our 
’06 that was passed, that got through 
the Senate, was signed by the Presi-
dent and supported by a significant 
number of Republicans. 

Furthermore, let me just remind you, 
and I’m sure you recall this, that we 
took 50 hours longer to do the appro-
priations bills last year than we did in 
2006 when your side was in charge. And 
we had extensive debate. We had 10 
open bills, open rules, and we had two 
rules at the end, because it was clear 
that we were having great difficulty 
getting our bills done in a time cramp. 
Even under those bills, we spent hours 
debating them. We spent 17 hours on 
the Homeland Security bill, for in-
stance, and 12 hours on the Labor- 
Health bill on the floor. 

Mr. BLUNT. If we don’t deal with any 
bills this year, I guess our average is 
going to go down quickly. If we had 12 
hours on Labor H last year and zero 
this year, I guess for this Congress we 
will say we spent an average of 6 hours 
debating the bills because one of them 
never got debated at all. 

Mr. HOYER. I don’t want to get too 
testy, and you and I are good friends. 

Mr. BLUNT. We are. 
Mr. HOYER. But very frankly, it was 

not a process that we thought was very 
substantive last year, and every indica-
tion that we have received this year, it 
is not going to be very substantive this 
year when we consider appropriation 
bills. 

Now, having said that, we didn’t pur-
sue the regular order on the Labor- 
Health bill. The gentleman is correct 
there are five bills which have passed, 
and I would reiterate that I have not 
yet, from my standpoint, concluded 
that we’re not going to consider appro-
priation bills on the floor this year. 

So I want to make it clear. I’m not 
sure exactly what Mr. OBEY announced. 
There was an article that said I was 
supporting Mr. OBEY’s position. I went 
a little further. What I supported of 
Mr. OBEY’s position was that regular 
order was not being followed in the ap-
propriations committee, not the rep-
resentation that you say he made with 
reference to no bills coming to the 
floor. 

I think he’s correct that regular 
order is not being pursued, and very 
frankly—and I’m going to talk to you 
about that, talk to my friend about 
this, because I think it is unfortunate 
that we have come to this place where 
the consideration of these bills last 
year became very politicized, and this 
year the announcement clearly was 
very early on out of your conference or 
your retreat and subsequently that it 
wasn’t going to be a very happy process 
this year. I don’t mean an agreement 
process. No reason why there should be 
an agreement. But Mr. OBEY has con-
cerns that it would simply be impos-
sible for him to get the bills through. 

Mr. BLUNT. He’s a capable man, and 
I’m sure he can figure out a way. 

So I would like to close by saying we 
would like to see at least the bills that 
are through the full committee on the 
floor and would hope that the energy 
bills that the gentleman is looking at 
can come to the floor with a rule that 
allows a substantial and full debate on 
this critical problem of both gas prices 
at the pump now and home heating and 
other things that are going to quickly 
become problems for Americans. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JULY 
14, 2008 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 12:30 p.m. on Monday next for 
morning-hour debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

CONGRATULATING SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE EDWARDS 

Mr. HOYER. Before I ask for the next 
unanimous consent, let me say how 
pleased I am that Congresswoman ED-
WARDS, I think this is her first time in 
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the Chair. She is our newest Member 
and an excellent Member, and we ap-
preciate her leadership. 

f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the business 
in order under the calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, pur-
suant to clause 2, rule IX, I hereby give 
notice of my intention to raise a ques-
tion of the privileges of the House. The 
form of the resolution is as follows: 

AN ARTICLE OF IMPEACHMENT OF PRESIDENT 
GEORGE W. BUSH 

Resolved, that President George W. Bush be 
impeached for high crimes and mis-
demeanors, and that the following Article of 
Impeachment be exhibited to the United 
States Senate: 

An Article of Impeachment exhibited by 
the House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in the name of itself and 
the people of the United States of America, 
in maintenance and support of its impeach-
ment against President George W. Bush for 
high crimes and misdemeanors. 
ARTICLE ONE—DECEIVING CONGRESS WITH FAB-

RICATED THREATS OF IRAQ WMDS TO FRAUDU-
LENTLY OBTAIN SUPPORT FOR AN AUTHORIZA-
TION OF THE USE OF MILITARY FORCE AGAINST 
IRAQ 
In his conduct while President of the 

United States, George W. Bush, in violation 
of his constitutional oath to faithfully exe-
cute the Office of President of the United 
States, and to the best of his ability, pre-
serve, protect, and defend the Constitution 
of the United States, and in violation of his 
constitutional duty under article II, section 
3 of the Constitution ‘‘to take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed,’’ deceived Con-
gress with fabricated threats of Iraq Weap-
ons of Mass Destruction to fraudulently ob-
tain support for an authorization for the use 
of force against Iraq and used that fraudu-
lently obtained authorization, then acting in 
his capacity under article II, section 2 of the 
Constitution as Commander in Chief, to com-
mit U.S. troops to combat in Iraq. 

To gain congressional support for the pas-
sage of the Joint Resolution to Authorize 
the Use of United States Armed Forces 
Against Iraq, the President made the fol-
lowing material representations to the Con-
gress in S.J. Res. 45: 

1. That Iraq was ‘‘continuing to possess 
and develop a significant chemical and bio-
logical weapons capability. . . .’’ 

2. That Iraq was ‘‘actively seeking a nu-
clear weapons capability. . . .’’ 

3. That Iraq was ‘‘continuing to threaten 
the national security interests of the United 
States and international peace and secu-
rity.’’ 

4. That Iraq has demonstrated a ‘‘willing-
ness to attack, the United States. . . .’’ 

5. That ‘‘members of al Qaeda, an organiza-
tion bearing responsibility for attacks on the 

United States, its citizens and interests, in-
cluding the attacks that occurred on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, are known to be in Iraq. 
. . .’’ 

6. The ‘‘attacks on the United States of 
September 11, 2001, underscored the gravity 
of the threat that Iraq will transfer weapons 
of mass destruction to international ter-
rorist organizations. . . .’’ 

7. That Iraq ‘‘will either employ those 
weapons to launch a surprise attack against 
the United States or its Armed Forces or 
provide them to international terrorists who 
would do so. . . .’’ 

8. That an ‘‘extreme magnitude of harm 
that would result to the United States and 
its citizens from such an attack. . . .’’ 

9. That the aforementioned threats ‘‘jus-
tify action by the United States to defend 
itself. . . .’’ 

10. The enactment clause of section 2 of 
S.J. Res. 45, the Authorization of the Use of 
the United States Armed Forces authorizes 
the President to ‘‘defend the national secu-
rity interests of the United States against 
the threat posed by Iraq. . . .’’ 

Each consequential representation made 
by the President to the Congress in S.J. Res. 
45 in subsequent iterations and the final 
version was unsupported by evidence which 
was in the control of the White House. 

To wit: 
1. Iraq was not ‘‘continuing to possess and 

develop a significant chemical and biological 
weapons capability . . . ’’ 

‘‘A substantial amount of Iraq’s chemical 
warfare agents, precursors, munitions and 
production equipment were destroyed be-
tween 1991 and 1998 as a result of Operation 
Desert Storm and United Nations Special 
Commission (UNSCOM) actions. There is no 
reliable information on whether Iraq is pro-
ducing and stockpiling chemical weapons or 
whether Iraq has or will establish its chem-
ical warfare agent production facilities.’’ 

The source of this information is the De-
fense Intelligence Agency, a report called, 
‘‘Iraq—Key WMD Facilities—An Operational 
Support Study,’’ September 2002. 

‘‘Statements by the President and Vice 
President prior to the October 2002 National 
Intelligence Estimate regarding Iraq’s chem-
ical weapons production capability and ac-
tivities did not reflect the intelligence com-
munity’s uncertainties as to whether such 
production was ongoing.’’ 

The source of this information is the Sen-
ate Select Committee on Intelligence, a re-
port entitled ‘‘Report on Whether Public 
Statements Regarding Iraq By U.S. Govern-
ment Officials Were Substantiated By Intel-
ligence Information.’’ June 5, 2008. 

‘‘In April and early May 2003, military 
forces found mobile trailers in Iraq. Al-
though intelligence experts disputed the pur-
pose of the trailers, administration officials 
repeatedly asserted that they were mobile 
biological weapons laboratories. In total, 
President Bush, Vice President CHENEY, Sec-
retary Rumsfeld, Secretary Powell, and Na-
tional Security Advisor Rice made 34 mis-
leading statements about the trailers in 27 
separate public appearances. Shortly after 
the mobile trailers were found, the Central 
Intelligence Agency and the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency issued an unclassified white 
paper evaluating the trailers. The white 
paper was released without coordination 
with other members of the intelligence com-
munity, however. It was later disclosed that 
engineers from the Defense Intelligence 
Agency who examined the trailers concluded 
that they were most likely used to produce 
hydrogen for artillery weather balloons. A 
former senior intelligence official reported 
that ‘only one of 15 intelligence analysts as-
sembled from three agencies to discuss the 
issue in June endorsed the white paper con-
clusion.’’’ 

The source of this information is the House 
Committee on Government Reform, minor-
ity staff, ‘‘Iraq on the Record: Bush Adminis-
tration’s Public Statements about Chemical 
and Biological Weapons.’’ March 16, 2004. 

Former chief of CIA covert operations in 
Europe, Tyler Drumheller, has said that the 
CIA had credible sources discounting weap-
ons of mass destruction claims, including the 
primary source of biological weapons claims, 
an informant who the Germans code-named 
‘‘Curveball’’ whom the Germans had in-
formed the Bush administration was a likely 
fabricator of information including that con-
cerning the Niger yellowcake forgery. Two 
other former CIA officers confirmed 
Drumheller’s account to Sidney Blumenthal 
who reported the story at Salon.com on Sep-
tember 6, 2007, which in fact is the media 
source of this information. 

‘‘In practical terms, with the destruction 
of the al Hakam facility, Iraq abandoned its 
ambition to obtain advanced biological 
weapons quickly. The Iraq Survey Group 
(ISG) found no direct evidence that Iraq, 
after 1996, had plans for a new biological 
weapons program or was conducting biologi-
cal weapons-specific work for military pur-
poses. Indeed, from the mid-1990s, despite 
evidence of continuing interest in nuclear 
and chemical weapons, there appears to be a 
complete absence of discussion or even inter-
est in biological weapons at the Presidential 
level. In spite of exhaustive investigation, 
the Iraq Survey Group found no evidence 
that Iraq possessed, or was developing, bio-
logical weapon agent production systems 
mounted on road vehicles or railway wagons. 
The Iraq Survey Group harbors severe doubts 
about the source’s credibility in regards to 
the breakout program.’’ That’s a direct 
quote from the ‘‘Comprehensive Report of 
the Special Advisor to the Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence on Iraq’s WMD,’’ commonly 
known as the Duelfer report by Charles 
Duelfer. 

‘‘While a small number of old, abandoned 
chemical munitions have been discovered, 
the Iraq Survey Group judges that Iraq uni-
laterally destroyed its undeclared chemical 
weapons stockpile in 1991. There are no cred-
ible indications that Baghdad resumed pro-
duction of chemical munitions thereafter, a 
policy the Iraq Survey Group attributes to 
Baghdad’s desire to see sanctions lifted, or 
rendered ineffectual, or its fear of force 
against it should WMD be discovered.’’ 

The source of this information, the ‘‘Com-
prehensive Report of the Special Advisor to 
the Director of Central Intelligence on Iraq’s 
WMD,’’ Charles Duelfer. 

2. Iraq was not ‘‘actively seeking a nuclear 
weapons capability.’’ 

The key finding of the Iraq Survey Group’s 
report to the Director of Central Intelligence 
found that ‘‘Iraq’s ability to reconstitute a 
nuclear weapons program progressively de-
cayed after that date. Saddam Husayn (sic) 
ended the nuclear program in 1991 following 
the Gulf War. Iraq Survey Group found no 
evidence to suggest concerted efforts to re-
start the program.’’ 

The source of this information, the ‘‘Com-
prehensive Report of the Special Advisor to 
the Director of Central Intelligence on Iraq’s 
WMD,’’ Charles Duelfer. 

Claims that Iraq was purchasing uranium 
from Niger were not supported by the State 
Department’s Bureau of Intelligence and Re-
search in the National Intelligence Estimate 
of October 2002. 

The CIA had warned the British Govern-
ment not to claim Iraq was purchasing ura-
nium from Niger prior to the British state-
ment that was later cited by President Bush, 
this according to George Tenet of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency on July 11, 2003. 

Mohamed ElBaradei, the Director General 
of the International Atomic Energy Agency, 
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in a ‘‘Statement to the United Nations Secu-
rity Council on The Status of Nuclear In-
spections in Iraq: An Update’’ on March 7, 
2003, said as follows: 

‘‘One, there is no indication of resumed nu-
clear activities in those buildings that were 
identified through the use of satellite im-
agery as being reconstructed or newly erect-
ed since 1998, nor any indication of nuclear- 
related prohibited activities at any inspected 
sites. Second, there is no indication that 
Iraq has attempted to import uranium since 
1990. Three, there is no indication that Iraq 
has attempted to import aluminum tubes for 
use in centrifuge enrichment. Moreover, 
even had Iraq pursued such a plan, it would 
have been—it would have encountered prac-
tical difficulties in manufacturing cen-
trifuges out of the aluminum tubes in ques-
tion. Fourthly, although we are still review-
ing issues related to magnets and magnet 
production, there is no indication to date 
that Iraq imported magnets for use in a cen-
trifuge enrichment program. As I stated 
above, the IAEA (International Atomic En-
ergy Agency) will naturally continue to fur-
ther scrutinize and investigate all of the 
above issues.’’ 

3. Iraq was not ‘‘continuing to threaten the 
national security interests of the United 
States.’’ 

‘‘Let me be clear: analysts differed on sev-
eral important aspects of [Iraq’s biological, 
chemical, and nuclear] programs and those 
debates were spelled out in the Estimate. 
They never said there was an ‘imminent’ 
threat.’’ 

George Tenet, who was Director of the 
CIA, said this in Prepared Remarks for De-
livery at Georgetown University on Feb-
ruary 5, 2004. 

‘‘We have been able to keep weapons from 
going into Iraq. We have been able to keep 
the sanctions in place to the extent that 
items that might support weapons of mass 
destruction have had some controls on them. 
It’s been quite a success for 10 years.’’ The 
source of this statement, Colin Powell, Sec-
retary of State, in an interview with Face 
the Nation, February 11, 2001. 

On July 23, 2002, a communication from the 
Private Secretary to Prime Minister Tony 
Blair, ‘‘Memo to British Ambassador David 
Manning’’ reads as follows: 

‘‘British Secret Intelligence Service Chief 
Sir Richard Billing Dearlove reported on his 
recent talks in Washington. There was a per-
ceptible shift in attitude. Military action 
was now seen as inevitable. Bush wanted to 
remove Saddam through military action, 
justified by the conjunction of terrorism and 
WMD. But the intelligence and facts were 
being fixed around the policy. The NSC had 
no patience with the U.N. route and no en-
thusiasm for publishing material on the 
Iraqi regime’s record. There was little dis-
cussion in Washington of the aftermath after 
military action. The Foreign Secretary said 
he would discuss this with Colin Powell this 
week. It seemed clear that Bush had made up 
his mind to take military action, even if the 
timing was not yet decided. But the case was 
thin. Saddam Hussein was not threatening 
his neighbors, and his WMD capability was 
less than that of Libya, North Korea or Iran. 
We should work up a plan for an ultimatum 
to Saddam to allow back in the U.N. weapons 
inspectors. This would also help with the 
legal justification for the use of force.’’ 

4. Iraq did not have the ‘‘willingness to at-
tack, the United States.’’ 

‘‘The fact of the matter is that both bas-
kets, the U.N. basket and what we and other 
allies have been doing in the region, have 
succeeded in containing Saddam Hussein and 
his ambitions. His forces are about one-third 
their original size. They really don’t possess 
the capability to attack their neighbors the 

way they did 10 years ago.’’ The source of 
this quote, Colin Powell, Secretary of State, 
in a transcript of remarks made to German 
Foreign Minister Joschka Fischer in Feb-
ruary 2001. 

The October 2002 National Intelligence Es-
timate concluded that ‘‘Baghdad for now ap-
pears to be drawing a line short of con-
ducting terrorist attacks with conventional 
or chemical or biological weapons against 
the United States, fearing that exposure of 
Iraqi involvement would provide Washington 
a stronger case for making war.’’ 

5. Iraq had no connection with the attacks 
of 9/11 or with al Qaeda’s role in 9/11. 

‘‘The report of the Senate Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence documents significant 
instances in which the administration went 
beyond what the intelligence community 
knew or believed in making public claims, 
most notably on the false assertion that Iraq 
and al Qaeda had an operational partnership 
and joint involvement in carrying out the at-
tacks of September 11.’’ This is a quote from 
Senator John D. Rockefeller, IV, the chair-
man of the Senate Select Committee on In-
telligence entitled ‘‘Additional Views of 
Chairman John D. Rockefeller, IV’’ on page 
90. 

Continuing from Senator Rockefeller: 
‘‘The President and his advisors undertook 

a relentless public campaign in the after-
math of the attacks to use the war against al 
Qaeda as a justification for overthrowing 
Saddam Hussein. Representing to the Amer-
ican people that the two had an operational 
partnership and posed a single, indistin-
guishable threat was fundamentally mis-
leading and led the Nation to war on false 
premises.’’ Senator Rockefeller. 

Richard Clarke, a National Security Advi-
sor, in a memo of September 18, 2001 titled 
‘‘Survey of Intelligence Information on Any 
Iraq Involvement in the September 11 At-
tacks’’ found no ‘‘compelling case’’ that Iraq 
had either planned or perpetrated the at-
tacks, and that there was no confirmed re-
porting on Saddam cooperating with bin 
Laden on unconventional weapons. 

On September 17, 2003, President Bush said: 
‘‘No, we’ve got no evidence that Saddam 
Hussein was involved with September 11. 
What the Vice President said was is that he 
(Saddam) has been involved with al Qaeda.’’ 

On June 16, 2004, a staff report from the 9/ 
11 Commission stated: ‘‘There have been re-
ports that contacts between Iraq and al 
Qaeda also occurred after bin Laden had re-
turned to Afghanistan in 1996, but they do 
not appear to have resulted in a collabo-
rative relationship. Two senior bin Laden as-
sociates have adamantly denied that any ties 
existed between al Qaeda and Iraq. We have 
no credible evidence that Iraq and al Qaeda 
cooperated on attacks against the United 
States.’’ 

‘‘Intelligence provided by former Undersec-
retary of Defense Douglas J. Feith to but-
tress the White House case for invading Iraq 
included ‘reporting of dubious quality or re-
liability’ that supported the political views 
of senior administration officials rather than 
the conclusions of the intelligence commu-
nity, this according to a report by the Pen-
tagon Inspector General. 

‘‘Feith’s office ‘was predisposed to finding 
a significant relationship between Iraq and 
al Qaeda,’ according to portions of the report 
released by Senator Carl Levin. The Inspec-
tor General described Feith’s activities as 
‘an alternative intelligence assessment proc-
ess.’ ’’ The source of this information is a re-
port in the Washington Post dated February 
9, 2007, page A–1, an article by Walter Pincus 
and Jeffrey Smith entitled ‘‘Official’s Key 
Report on Iraq is Faulted, ‘Dubious’ Intel-
ligence Fueled Push for War.’’ 

6. Iraq possessed no weapons of mass de-
struction to transfer to anyone. 

Iraq possessed no weapons of mass destruc-
tion to transfer. Furthermore, available in-
telligence information found that the Iraq 
regime would probably only transfer weap-
ons of mass destruction to terrorist organi-
zations if under threat of attack by the 
United States. 

According to information in the October 
2002 National Intelligence Estimate (NIE) on 
Iraq that was available to the administra-
tion at the time that they were seeking con-
gressional support for the authorization of 
use of force against Iraq, the Iraq regime 
would probably only transfer weapons to a 
terrorist organization if ‘‘sufficiently des-
perate’’ because it feared that ‘‘an attack 
that threatened the survival of the regime 
were imminent or unavoidable.’’ 

‘‘The Iraqi Intelligence Service (IIS) prob-
ably has been directed to conduct clandes-
tine attacks against the United States and 
Allied interests in the Middle East in the 
event the United States takes action against 
Iraq. The IIS probably would be the primary 
means by which Iraq would attempt to con-
duct any chemical and biological weapon at-
tacks on the U.S. homeland, although we 
have no specific intelligence information 
that Saddam’s regime has directed attacks 
against U.S. territory.’’ 

7. Iraq had no weapons of mass destruction 
and therefore had no capability of launching 
a surprise attack against the United States 
or its Armed Forces and no capability to pro-
vide them to international terrorists who 
would do so. 

Iraq possessed no weapons of mass destruc-
tion to transfer. Furthermore, available in-
telligence information found that the Iraq 
regime would probably only transfer weap-
ons of mass destruction to terrorist organi-
zations if under severe threat of attack by 
the United States. 

According to information in the October 
2002 National Intelligence Estimate on Iraq 
that was available to the administration at 
the time they were seeking congressional 
support for the authorization of the use of 
force against Iraq, the Iraqi regime would 
probably only transfer weapons to a terrorist 
organization if ‘‘sufficiently desperate’’ be-
cause it feared that ‘‘an attack that threat-
ened the survival of the regime were immi-
nent or unavoidable.’’ That, again, from the 
October 2002 National Intelligence Estimate 
on Iraq. 

‘‘The Iraqi Intelligence Service probably 
has been directed to conduct clandestine at-
tacks against U.S. and Allied interests in the 
Middle East in the event the United States 
takes action against Iraq. The Iraq Intel-
ligence Service probably would be the pri-
mary means by which Iraq would attempt to 
conduct any chemical or biological weapons 
attacks on the U.S. homeland, although we 
have no specific intelligence information 
that Saddam’s regime has directed attacks 
against U.S. territory.’’ 

As reported in the Washington Post on 
March 1, 2003, in 1995, Saddam Hussein’s son- 
in-law, Hussein Kamel, had informed U.S. 
and British intelligence officers that ‘‘all 
weapons—biological, chemical, missile, nu-
clear—were destroyed.’’ That from the Wash-
ington Post, March 1, 2003, page A15, an arti-
cle entitled ‘‘Iraqi Defector Claimed Arms 
Were Destroyed By 1995,’’ by Colum Lynch. 

The Defense Intelligence Agency, in a re-
port called ‘‘Iraq—Key WMD Facilities—An 
Operational Report Study’’ in September 
2002, said this: 

‘‘A substantial amount of Iraq’s chemical 
warfare agents, precursors, munitions and 
production equipment were destroyed be-
tween 1991 and 1998 as a result of Operation 
Desert Storm and United Nations Special 
Commission (UNSCOM) actions. There is no 
reliable information on whether Iraq is pro-
ducing and stockpiling chemical weapons or 
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whether Iraq has or will establish its chem-
ical warfare agent production facilities.’’ 

8. There was not a real risk of an ‘‘extreme 
magnitude of harm that would result to the 
United States and its citizens from such an 
attack’’ because Iraq had no capability of at-
tacking the United States. 

Here’s what Colin Powell said at the time: 
‘‘Containment has been a successful policy, 
and I think we should make sure that we 
continue it until such time as Saddam Hus-
sein comes into compliance with the agree-
ments he made at the end of the Gulf War.’’ 
Speaking of Iraq, Secretary of State Powell 
said, ‘‘Iraq is not threatening America.’’ 

9. The aforementioned evidence did not 
‘‘justify the use of force by the United States 
to defend itself’’ because Iraq did not have 
weapons of mass destruction, or have the in-
tention or capability of using nonexistent 
WMDs against the United States. 

10. Since there was no threat posed by Iraq 
to the United States, the enactment clause 
of the Senate Joint Resolution 45 was predi-
cated on misstatements to Congress. 

Congress relied on the information pro-
vided to it by the President of the United 
States. Congress provided the President with 
the authorization to use military force that 
he requested. As a consequence of the fraud-
ulent representations made to Congress, the 
United States Armed Forces, under the di-
rection of George Bush as Commander in 
Chief, pursuant to section 3 of the Authoriza-
tion for the Use of Force which President 
Bush requested, invaded Iraq and occupies it 
to this day, at the cost of 4,116 lives of serv-
icemen and -women, injuries to over 30,000 of 
our troops, the deaths of over 1 million inno-
cent Iraqi civilians, the destruction of Iraq, 
and a long-term cost of over $3 trillion. 

President Bush’s misrepresentations to 
Congress to induce passage of a use of force 
resolution is subversive of the constitutional 
system of checks and balances, destructive 
of Congress’ sole prerogative to declare war 
under article I, section 8 of the Constitution, 
and is therefore a High Crime. An even 
greater offense by the President of the 
United States occurs in his capacity as Com-
mander in Chief, because he knowingly 
placed the men and women of the United 
States Armed Forces in harm’s way, jeopard-
izing their lives and their families’ future, 
for reasons that to this date have not been 
established in fact. 

In all of these actions and decisions, Presi-
dent George W. Bush has acted in a manner 
contrary to his trust as President and Com-
mander in Chief, and subversive of constitu-
tional government, to the prejudice of the 
cause of law and justice and to the manifest 
injury of the people of the United States and 
of those members of the Armed Forces who 
put their lives on the line pursuant to the 
falsehoods of the President. Wherefore, 
President George W. Bush, by such conduct, 
is guilty of an impeachable offense war-
ranting removal from office. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind all persons in the 
gallery that they are here as guests of 
the House and that any manifestation 
of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings or other audible conversation 
is in violation of the House rules. 

Under rule IX, a resolution offered 
from the floor by a Member other than 
the majority leader or the minority 
leader as a question of the privileges of 
the House has immediate precedence 
only at a time designated by the Chair 
within 2 legislative days after the reso-
lution is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Ohio will appear in the 
RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

STONE COLD 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, on Sunday 
morning Chaudhry Rashad brutally 
murdered his daughter for bringing, as 
he said, ‘‘disgrace to the family.’’ 

Rashad’s 25-year-old daughter, 
Sandeela, wanted a divorce from her 
arranged marriage, but Rashad be-
lieved that it was more honorable for 
him to take a course of action to stran-
gle her to death. 

When Atlanta police arrived on the 
scene, Rashad was in his driveway, 
calmly smoking a cigarette behind a 
car as if it was a normal Sunday. After 
being arrested, then he arrogantly de-
manded to be served Islamic food while 
he was in custody. 

Rashad said he has ‘‘done nothing 
wrong’’ by murdering his daughter. Yet 
another example of murder in the name 
of religion. Yet that’s the problem, 
that people still use the word ‘‘honor’’ 
and ‘‘killing’’ in the same breath. The 
United Nations estimates that there 
are approximately 5,000 supposed reli-
gious honor killings each year of 
women and girls. Murder is not honor-
able. 

When the police found young 
Sandeela’s body, they said it was cold 
to the touch. However, the cold, dead 
body of his daughter was nothing com-
pared to the coldness of a father’s 
heart who willingly steals the life of 
his child in the name of religion. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

AMERICA’S STRATEGIC CONTEXT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, yes-
terday I rose to speak about the need 
for America to embark upon a process 
to develop a comprehensive strategy to 
advance U.S. interests in the world. 
Today I rise to continue that theme; I 
want to take the conversation a bit 
further. 

A strategy, as I said last night, de-
scribes the way we employ all elements 

of national power to advance our crit-
ical interests. Ultimately, determining 
these critical interests depends upon 
the place America occupies in the 
world. What do we see as our role? Who 
do we want to be, and how do we want 
to interact with the rest of the globe’s 
inhabitants to get there? That’s the 
fundamental question, of course, but 
we are not ready to answer it yet. 

Instead, we must first consider the 
domestic and global contexts within 
which we must act. As our vision of 
where we want to go evolves, we must 
have an ongoing dialogue about the ef-
fort and the sacrifices we are willing to 
make. We must also look at the world 
as it is, not as we’d like it to be, and we 
must acknowledge that much of the 
world does not necessarily see us as we 
would see ourselves. We must look 
clear-eyed beyond Iraq and Afghani-
stan. Only with that understanding can 
we determine where we want to go and 
how we want to get there. But as this 
vision develops, we must keep in mind 
that it is no good if we cannot provide 
the means to achieve it, nor is it useful 
if it is not a realistic fit with the rest 
of the world. 

The global environment is ever 
changing. While we cannot control the 
sea swell of change, we must prepare 
ourselves to navigate those waters. Re-
gional power is shifting; some large na-
tion states, such as China, India, 
Brazil, to name a few, are ascending 
and verge on global power status. Rus-
sia may already be there, again. Do 
their interests conflict or coincide with 
ours? Is their rise a challenge to oppose 
or an opportunity to engage? Some of 
our traditional security arrangements 
may fade in importance as others take 
on new meaning. But nation states are 
not our only concern. It’s clear that a 
number of transnational issues will 
challenge us while others may provide 
positive potential. Fundamentalist ter-
rorism and the proliferation of dan-
gerous weapons are obvious examples 
of serious challenges, of course, but 
what about climate change, the fra-
gility of increasingly connected world 
financial markets, or the outbreak of 
pandemic diseases? These are chal-
lenges that present themselves without 
any malicious intentional human ac-
tion. 

The point here is that the world 
around us bears significant scrutiny 
because it represents the context that 
binds whatever strategy we choose. 
This is not to say we cannot strive for 
an ideal. We can and we should. It’s 
how this Nation was formed. The abil-
ity to conceive a vision that is breath-
taking in scope and heartbreaking in 
its beauty is America’s gift to the 
world. But while the goal may be the 
ideal, our understanding of our envi-
ronment and our selection of the 
means to reach it must be firmly root-
ed in realism. 

With that thought I close, Madam 
Speaker. In my next speech addressing 
these issues, I will talk about the need 
to return to the fundamentals of stra-
tegic understanding, a return to Sun 
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Tzu, to Clausewitz, to strategic 
thought rooted not in slogans but in 
enduring principles. 

f 

PERMISSION FOR PERMANENT SE-
LECT COMMITTEE ON INTEL-
LIGENCE TO FILE SUPPLE-
MENTAL REPORT ON H.R. 5959, 
INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION 
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2009 

Mr. REYES. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the House Per-
manent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence be allowed to file a supple-
mental report to accompany H.R. 5959. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

b 1715 

ROAD TO ARMAGEDDON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, it’s offi-
cial. Iran now is capable of firing long- 
range missiles into southern Europe, 
Israel, and at U.S. troops in the Middle 
East. 

This story broke yesterday morning 
when news agencies all over the world 
reported that Iran successfully test- 
fired nine medium- to long-range mis-
siles with ranges of 1,200 miles or more 
that could carry nuclear weapons. 

Madam Speaker, here’s a map of the 
area. Here’s Iran in the green. Next 
door is Iraq. Here’s Syria. And, of 
course, this small area here is Israel. 
Weapons that they have fired are now 
capable of reaching Israel if Iran so de-
sires. 

Iranian leaders say these supposed to 
send a message to the United States 
and to Israel. The message: Iran has no 
problem attacking if they so desire. 

The world is threatened by North 
Korea, Syria, and Iran, all developing 
nuclear capabilities while denying they 
have mischief in mind. The most dan-
gerous, of course, is Iran. 

The administration claims that the 
U.S. is determined to prevent Iran from 
threatening U.S. interests. But what 
does that mean? We have heard that 
line before. We’ve heard it the last 
time the U.N. imposed sanctions and 
told Iran to straighten up or else. And 
Iran just ignored the U.N. and the 
United States. 

It’s pretty clear that Iran’s aggres-
sive weapons development is part of a 
calculated plan to destroy their en-
emies. Unfortunately, Madam Speaker, 
the U.S. and Israel are at the top of 
Iran’s hate list. 

The LA Times recently reported that 
the little fellow from Iran, Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad, said, ‘‘The Zionist re-
gime of Israel is about to die and will 
soon be erased from the scene.’’ And, 
‘‘The time for the fall of the satanic 
power of the United States has come, 

and the countdown to annihilation has 
started.’’ 

The devil of the desert, Ahmadinejad, 
is preaching hate and murder, which 
puts the rest of the world in danger as 
well. For those folks who might be 
willing to give Iran the benefit of the 
doubt, let’s take a walk down memory 
lane and consider some of the recent 
facts. 

In August of 2002, allegations were 
made that Iran was building a uranium 
enrichment facility, a component nec-
essary for nuclear weapon technology. 
In December of 2002, satellite images 
confirmed the site. Then, after being 
caught in 2003, Iran agreed to allow 
U.N. inspectors in the country to in-
spect their facilities. But shortly after 
the inspections, Iran removed the in-
spectors’ cameras and began nuclear 
development again. 

In September of 2003, more enriched 
uranium was found. Caught again. In 
October, Iran pledged that if they could 
develop peaceful, civilian nuclear tech-
nology, they would suspend uranium 
enrichment activities. However, less 
than a month later, we learned that 
Iran didn’t hold up to their end of the 
bargain. Big surprise, Madam Speaker. 
They lied and were caught again. 

In 2004, we learned from the United 
Nations inspectors that Iran violated 
obligations under the Nuclear Pro-
liferation Treaty, and had been doing 
so for 18 years. Then Iran refused to 
allow U.N. inspectors back into their 
country. In 2005, Iran finally permitted 
U.N. inspectors to conducted limited 
inspections and, only after Iran had 
enough time to sanitize the facilities, 
were the inspectors allowed in the 
country. 

Then, at the end of 2005, an agree-
ment to suspend uranium enrichment 
was broken when Ahmadinejad became 
President. Iran started its nuclear pro-
gram once again. In 2006, the U.N. or-
dered Iran to suspend enrichment. Iran 
did not comply. Later that year, the 
U.N. issued another order demanding 
that Iran stop enrichment, and Iran re-
fused, and rejected even an incentive 
package. 

The U.N. passed more resolutions de-
manding that Iran suspend its enrich-
ment, and all have basically been ig-
nored. Not only has Iran’s dictator 
been stubbornly defiant in complying 
with these international demands, he 
has openly mocked U.S. attempts to 
keep Iran from developing nuclear 
technology through diplomacy. 

In fact, just recently one of Iran’s 
military commanders was quoted as 
saying that Iran’s, ‘‘hands are always 
on the trigger and missiles are always 
ready to be launched.’’ Do those 
gunslingers sound like the kind of peo-
ple we can with reason with? How 
many more United Nations resolutions 
have to be issued, how many more 
sanctions imposed? How many more 
chances are we willing to give this trig-
ger-happy regime? It’s pretty clear 
what we are doing now is not working. 

So the question, Madam Speaker, is: 
Does the United States have a plan to 

deal with this crisis, or are we going to 
have to wait for Iran to deploy a nu-
clear missile before we wake up and re-
alize that we need a plan. The U.S. in-
telligence community says that Iran 
can have nuclear weapons as early as 
2010. That is just 2 years away. We al-
ready know Iran has long-range missile 
capability. Put those two together and 
our world is in a rude awakening very 
soon. 

Iran is not a joke. It’s a threat to the 
whole world. The government of Iran 
and, more importantly, the American 
people need to know what the United 
States’ position and plan is. We know 
what Ahmadinejad’s plan is. It’s full of 
malice toward the United States and 
Israel and his intentions are fatally 
bent on mischief. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

HALLWAY POLICY AND FACES OF 
THE FALLEN MEMORIAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, this week I received a 
notice from the Chief Administrative 
Officer and the Architect of the Capitol 
directing me to remove a memorial 
outside of my office, which honors fall-
en marines from Camp Lejeune, North 
Carolina, because it does not comply 
with the new hallway policy of the 
House. 

The hallway policy states that items 
such as flags, equipment, furnishings, 
and trash must be removed from the 
hallways. The policy defines fur-
nishings, in part, as easels and exhibits 
and posters. 

While the Faces of the Fallen memo-
rial displayed outside my office does 
include posters and easels, I cannot be-
lieve that these symbols of service to 
our Nation could be considered mere 
furnishings. Discarded office equip-
ment and trash are certainly a hin-
drance to the public who passes 
through the hallways of congressional 
office buildings. However, memorials 
to honor the lives of those killed in 
Iraq and Afghanistan are a welcome 
tribute that should not fall under the 
hallway policy jurisdiction. 

Yesterday, I wrote a letter to Speak-
er NANCY PELOSI to explain the history 
of this memorial and its importance. In 
2004, Congressman RAHM EMANUEL and 
I introduced legislation directing the 
Architect of the Capitol to establish an 
exhibit in the Capitol rotunda to honor 
the memory of members of the United 
States Armed Forces who have died in 
Operation Iraqi Freedom and Operation 
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Enduring Freedom. Our legislation was 
never considered. Instead, House 
Speaker DENNY HASTERT directed the 
construction of a modest memorial 
listing names of the fallen in the foyer 
of the Rayburn House Office Building. 

Because we consider the listing of 
names to be an insufficient way to 
honor the lives of our fallen 
servicemembers, I, along with other 
Members of Congress, began to display 
more proper memorials outside of our 
own office areas. 

To fully appreciate the loss of a mili-
tary hero, I believe it is important to 
see the face of what might have been 
the fathers, the mothers, the sons, the 
daughters. Hundreds of visitors from 
my district, and others, have stopped 
to view the faces of fallen marines 
from Camp Lejeune displayed outside 
my office door, and they have been im-
pacted deeply by this memorial. 

Madam Speaker, on one occasion, a 
mother from Minnesota came into my 
office with tears in her eyes and 
thanked me for displaying the picture 
of her son, who had been killed while 
serving our Nation. 

I know that Speaker PELOSI under-
stands the importance of honoring the 
men and women who have died in serv-
ice to our country. I am very grateful 
that the Speaker has honored my re-
quest and the request of others that 
the House observe a moment of silence 
each month in honor of those killed or 
wounded in Iraq or Afghanistan. 

As another sign of appreciation for 
these military heroes, I am hopeful 
that Speaker PELOSI will support those 
of us who wish to continue displaying 
memorials outside of our congressional 
offices in honor of the men and women 
who made the ultimate sacrifice for 
our country. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I close 
by asking God to continue to bless our 
men and women in uniform and ask 
God to bless the families who have 
given a child dying for freedom in Iraq. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SCHIFF addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

GLOBAL POVERTY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. CAPPS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Today, I rise to speak 
about global poverty, and specifically 
to share my experiences as part of the 
House Democracy Assistance Commis-
sion Congressional Delegation visit re-
cently to six African countries. This 
Commission supports the development 
of Democratic governments around the 
world by establishing peer-to-peer rela-
tionships with emerging Democratic 
legislatures. 

There is one striking feature in most 
of the nations we visited on this trip, 
and they included Ghana, Kenya, Ma-
lawi, Mauritania, the Democratic Re-
public of Congo, and Liberia. In each of 
these countries, at least half of the 
population lives on less than $2 a day. 

You know, in so much of the Con-
tinent of Africa, a continent vibrant 
and rich with resources and wonderful 
people, it’s overwhelming to see up 
close and in very personal ways the 
fact that adults regularly die from pre-
ventible disease and children so hor-
ribly malnourished. 

In fact, according to UNICEF, even in 
today’s modern world, with all the 
technology that is available, over 26,000 
children under the age of five die every 
single day due to poverty. Just think 
of it. Twenty-six thousand lives lost 
each day. 

This number, more than any other, 
brings home to me with cruel imme-
diacy the absolute desperate needs of 
the world’s poor. As we know, poverty 
is not only the result of economic and 
social policy shortcomings, it also 
thrives on war. This scourge is the 
means by which incredible gender and 
minority inequality flourishes. 

I am thinking now of women in the 
Democratic Republic of Congo who, 
even as we speak, are enduring un-
speakable acts of sexual violence and 
degradation. The lives of so many of 
the world’s people are horribly short 
and difficult because we have all failed 
to properly distribute the abundant re-
sources of Mother Earth. 

These facts are reprehensible and 
would seem to leave us without hope in 
the future. But wherever poverty may 
have taken hold in Africa, it has failed 
to take hold of the African spirit. 

In Malawi, a country where 62 per-
cent of the population lives on less 
than $2 a day, and where an estimated 
15 percent of the adult population is 
HIV positive, we visited health pro-
grams that are a tribute to what is pos-
sible when we unite to help each other. 

As a nurse, I took special note of our 
visits to orphan and health care pro-
grams run by the Global AIDS Inter-
faith Alliance, as well as Direct Relief 
International. These are local, non-
profit agencies that are supported di-
rectly by many constituents of mine in 
my congressional district, and I was 
honored and humbled to see where 
these gifts of my friends and neighbors 
at home, where these gifts are being 
used so fruitfully in these countries to 
support and nurture and nourish the 
lives of orphan children and women 
suffering with HIV and AIDS. 

From HIV prevention, school tuition, 
and transport to pediatric HIV treat-
ment centers, as well as caring for the 
ill, these organizations, and there are 
many of them, and the incredible peo-
ple that work for them and with them, 
are helping to bring change to the lives 
of Malawian children and families. 

The African spirit was also thriving 
in countries like Kenya and Liberia, 
both of which are working very hard to 

maintain and strengthen their Demo-
cratic institutions, countries where we 
enjoyed democracy building with their 
parliaments. It was a team effort. And 
it was a real honor, again, to be there 
on behalf of our U.S. Congress. 

It will not be easy to turn the tide of 
poverty in Africa. But, working to-
gether, progress is being made. I im-
plore my colleagues to keep this con-
tinent, the cradle of life, at the fore-
front of our minds on this House floor. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

b 1730 

BLOCKADE OF IRAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PAUL. A couple of weeks ago, 
there was a resolution introduced in 
the Congress, H. Con. Res. 362, that 
quickly got 220 cosponsors. I want to 
talk a little bit more about that reso-
lution because there are some Members 
of Congress now having second 
thoughts about invoking a blockade on 
Iran. 

Take, for instance, here’s a quote 
from Congressman ROBERT WEXLER of 
Florida. He says, ‘‘Given my growing 
concerns regarding this resolution, in-
cluding its failure to advocate for di-
rect American engagement with 
Tehran and open language that could 
lead to a U.S. blockade of Iran, I will 
lead an effort to make changes to this 
resolution before it comes to the For-
eign Affairs Committee for a vote.’’ 

The chairman of the Financial Serv-
ices Committee, BARNEY FRANK, had 
this to say: ‘‘I am all for stricter sanc-
tions against Iran, but the blockade 
part goes too far. I am going to call the 
sponsors and tell them I am changing 
my vote.’’ 

I would like all Members of Congress 
to reconsider, because this I consider a 
very dangerous sense of congress reso-
lution and that it is going to lead to 
trouble. 

There is a new pro-Israeli lobby es-
tablished called J Street, and they had 
some comments about this legislation 
as well. Their comments are this: ‘‘We 
as a group oppose preemptive military 
action by either the United States or 
Israel and we support stronger U.S. di-
plomacy. To us, it is common sense 
that saber rattling and constant 
threats are counterproductive. What 
better way to unite Iran behind its 
most hawkish leaders than threatening 
to attack? What better way to em-
power the Iranian hardliners’ case for 
nuclear weapons development than to 
talk of a military attack?’’ 
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Today, I had three young Iranians in 

my office, and they verified that next 
year there will be an election and 
Ahmadinejad, who is in political trou-
ble over there, is being enhanced by 
our militant conversation we have 
here, threatening of blockades, and 
with this plan or possible plan to actu-
ally bomb Iran. But the other side ar-
gues, well, no it is all the Iranians’ 
fault. They are testing missiles. 

The testing of missiles came after 
there were war games by Israel testing 
whether or not they had the manpower 
and the airplanes to travel that par-
ticular distance. So the saber rattling 
is not one-sided, and we cannot say 
that it is all the Iranians’ fault. 

This H. Con. Res. 362, the authors 
claim it is not a blockade. But what it 
does, it demands inspection of all im-
ports of petroleum products, vehicles, 
ships, planes, trains and cargo. They 
use word ‘‘prohibit’’ and impose strin-
gent inspection on all of these items. 

Now, the question I would like to 
pose here for our Members is this: How 
would we as Americans and how would 
we as a government react if a strong 
government came and did that to us? 
What if another government came and 
said we are going to restrict the impor-
tation of petroleum products and we 
are going to inspect all vehicles, ships, 
planes, trains and cargo? We wouldn’t 
know what that would mean. How 
could they do that without an embar-
go? This is militant language, it is just 
looking for trouble, and it will not help 
solve the situation. 

There is nothing wrong with talking 
to people. We talked to the Soviets in 
the midst of the Cold War. They had 
40,000 nuclear weapons. Now they are 
talking about, well, maybe the Ira-
nians might get a weapon later on. 

Quite frankly, this talk about this 
violation, the Iranians were asked by 
IAEA not to resume enrichment. They 
had voluntarily stopped enrichment for 
peaceful purposes. They have every 
right under the Nonproliferation Trea-
ty to enrich for peaceful purposes. In 
the last year, there have been nine un-
announced inspections of the Iranian 
nuclear sites. They have never once 
been found in violation. 

This does not make them angels. 
This does not make them not want to 
desire to defend their country. But 
think about it: How many countries 
have nukes around them? Pakistan has 
nukes, India has them, Israel has them, 
the United States has them, China has 
them, the Soviets have them. And they 
are being threatened. War games are 
being practiced, with the potentiality 
of us being a participant in bombing 
them. 

Madam Speaker, it is time for us to 
take a deep breath and reassess our po-
sition. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AND ENERGY 
POLICY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to discuss two very important national 
issues that are unrelated. 

First, I consider national defense to 
be one of the most important and most 
legitimate functions of the National 
Government. Yet even I am astounded 
at sometimes the waste and ineffi-
ciency of the Defense Department, and 
I think the primary reason is that al-
most every defense contract is some 
sort of sweetheart or insider type deal. 

Just yesterday in the Washington 
Times, I would like to read a portion of 
a story that the Times carried yester-
day. It says: ‘‘Similarly, Edward C. 
‘Pete’ Aldridge, Undersecretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology and 
Logistics at the Pentagon, left the 
agency to join the board of Lockheed 
Martin, the Pentagon’s largest con-
tractor. Weeks before he left the Pen-
tagon, Mr. Aldridge approved a $3 bil-
lion contract to build 20 Lockheed 
planes. That decision was made after 
he criticized the plan and threatened to 
cancel the contract. While serving on 
the Lockheed board, Mr. Aldridge was 
picked in 2004 to chair the Commission 
on the Implementation of U.S. Space 
Exploration Policy, a decision that 
drew criticism only from Senator JOHN 
MCCAIN of Arizona, now the presump-
tive Republican Presidential nominee, 
who said Lockheed was one of NASA’s 
biggest contractors and called for Mr. 
Aldridge’s removal because of a con-
flict of interest. His criticism went 
unheeded.’’ 

Madam Speaker, the problem is that 
all of the defense contractors hire all 
the retired admirals and generals, it 
has been referred to as the ‘‘revolving 
door at the Pentagon,’’ or all the high 
level Pentagon employees, and then 
they come back to these same people 
and they get these multi-billion dollar 
contracts. In this example, this man 
awarded Lockheed Martin a $3 billion 
contract, the same contract he criti-
cized at one point. But then, surprise, 
shock of all shocks, he approved this 
contract, and then a short time later 
joined the board of Lockheed Martin. 

This is just one example. I could give 
examples day after day of similar types 
of things. All of these defense contracts 
going to companies that hire all the re-

tired admirals and generals, and it 
should be stopped. 

The second issue, a very important 
issue but very unrelated, is the issue of 
energy and gas prices. I would like to 
read part of a column by Charles 
Krauthammer a few days ago. Mr. 
Krauthammer is very respected by 
both sides of the aisle. 

He said, ‘‘Gas is $4 a gallon, oil is $135 
a barrel and rising. We import two- 
thirds of our oil, sending hundreds of 
billions of dollars to the likes of Rus-
sia, Venezuela and Saudi Arabia. And 
yet we voluntarily prohibit ourselves 
from even exploring huge domestic re-
serves of petroleum and natural gas.’’ 

Mr. Krauthammer continued: ‘‘At a 
time when U.S. crude oil production 
has fallen 40 percent in the past 25 
years, 75 billion barrels of oil have been 
declared off limits, according to the 
U.S. Energy Information Administra-
tion. That would be enough to replace 
every barrel of non-North American 
imports for 22 years.’’ That is nearly a 
quarter century of energy independ-
ence. 

Mr. Krauthammer said, ‘‘The situa-
tion is absurd.’’ 

George Will wrote a column a few 
days ago and he said this: ‘‘One million 
barrels is what might today be flowing 
from ANWR if in 1995 President Bill 
Clinton had not vetoed legislation to 
permit drilling there. One million bar-
rels produce 27 million gallons of gaso-
line and diesel fuel.’’ 

And Robert Samuelson, who is not 
really considered a conservative or Re-
publican columnist, he is a columnist 
for the Washington Post, he wrote a 
few weeks ago this. He said, ‘‘The truth 
is we are almost powerless to influence 
today’s prices. We are because we 
didn’t take sensible actions 10 or 20 
years ago. If we persist, we will be even 
worse off in a decade or two. The first 
thing to do, start drilling.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I am one of the very 
few Members who has been up to 
Prudhoe Bay in Alaska twice. I have 
been up there to this frozen tundra. 
There are millions of acres without a 
tree or a bush on that entire expanse 
up there, 19.8 million acres, 36 times 
the size of the Great Smokey Moun-
tains, part of which I represent. They 
want to drill on about 2,000 or 3,000 
acres of this 19.8 million acre refuge. It 
takes a survivalist to go in there. In 
fact, Time Magazine said 4 years ago it 
only had about 200 visitors a year. 

It is ridiculous that we do not drill in 
an environmentally safe way. Most en-
vironmental extremists, I have noticed 
over the years, they come from very 
wealthy or very upper-income families. 
Perhaps they can afford gas to go to $5 
or $6 a gallon. They have said for years 
they wanted gas prices to go higher so 
people would drive less. But I can tell 
you this: They are hurting a lot of poor 
and lower-income and working people 
in this country, and they are shutting 
this country down economically. 

We heard in the Highways and Tran-
sit Subcommittee a few weeks ago that 
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935 trucking companies had closed in 
the first quarter of this year, and they 
only counted trucking companies with 
five trucks or more. Two weeks ago we 
heard in a hearing of the Aviation Sub-
committee that eight airlines had shut 
down, had ceased operating in the last 
year-and-a-half, and one more was in 
receivership. 

We are at a very dangerous point. We 
don’t have to produce all of our oil or 
all of our energy, but we have got to 
start producing a little bit more, or 
these foreign energy producers are 
going to know they can keep on raising 
these prices, and as I say, they are 
going to hurt a lot of working and ordi-
nary Americans in the process. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
MCHENRY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MCHENRY addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

ADDRESSING THE CHALLENGES 
FACING AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, last 
week the House went on recess to 
spend time in our districts commemo-
rating our independence as a Nation. 
These celebrations every 4th of July 
are always a time to remember and 
honor the history of this great country. 
We think of the great moments when 
the United States of America shone as 
an unparalleled leader in liberty and 
achievement; the brave men who 
stormed the beaches of Normandy, fol-
lowed by the Marshall Plan and the 
Berlin airlift; the Wright Brothers be-
coming first in flight; or, of course, 
Neil Armstrong taking that giant leap 
for mankind. 

Perhaps above all, though, Madam 
Speaker, America’s great moments 
have been expressions of great ideas. 
Our Nation was born out of the ideals 
of the Declaration of Independence. It 
established an enduring national phi-
losophy based on the truth that we are 
all created equal and endowed by our 
Creator with inalienable rights. 

Since that beginning, bold ideas have 
defined our Nation; the idea that gov-
ernment must be of the people, by the 
people, and for the people; the idea 
that checks and balances must be built 
into the very structure of government 
to ensure its responsiveness to the 
American people; the idea that every 
man, woman and child has the right to 
freely practice their faith; the idea 
that all ideas should be allowed to be 
freely expressed. This is our history 
and our heritage. 

But Independence Day is not just a 
time to reflect on our past. It is also an 
opportunity to consider where we are 
headed. I believe that today, we as 

Americans are currently grappling 
with very fundamental philosophical 
questions, and answers to these ques-
tions will present complex challenges 
in their implementation. 

A central question is how to apply 
our core principles to the new chal-
lenges that we face. How do we secure 
ourselves against new threats without 
diminishing the civil liberties that we 
hold dear. How do we wage a war 
against Islamic extremism without ap-
pearing to treat those of the Muslim 
faith with the very intolerance that 
fuels extremism. How do we end the 
scourge of illegal immigration, while 
continuing to be that shining city on 
the hill to the many legal immigrants 
who have always helped to make this 
country the great Nation that it is. 
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How do we engage in the worldwide 
marketplace while ensuring that Amer-
icans can successfully compete in a 
very dynamic economic environment? 

Madam Speaker, there are those who 
say that America is bitterly divided 
today over these questions. It is cer-
tainly true that there is great diversity 
of opinion in how to address the secu-
rity and economic challenges that we 
face. But if we are willing to engage 
each other in honest and open debate, 
this diversity of opinion is our great 
strength, not our weakness. 

We as a Nation are facing substantial 
new challenges that demand a great 
clash of ideas, just as our Founders in-
tended. Unfortunately, the recitation 
of inflammatory talking points has 
supplanted sincere and honest debate. 
The shrill voices of talking heads are 
no substitute for true engagement. 

I believe Americans have grown 
weary of politics as usual, of the end-
less fighting that takes place here in 
Washington. But not because of the ex-
istence of opposing views. Americans 
have grown weary of the obstinacy, the 
hardened positions and intolerance of 
differing opinions, the refusal to truly 
engage in an open and substantive way. 

Madam Speaker, in a country of over 
300 million people, there will never be 
uniformity of opinion, but there can 
and should be a deep respect for that 
clash of ideas and an interest in reach-
ing broad consensus on the great issues 
of our day. This is the essence of the 
United States of America, and it is the 
essence of why we last Friday cele-
brated our Nation’s independence, the 
freedom of ideas, all ideas, to be de-
bated, debunked, or developed in this 
messy process of democracy. 

Madam Speaker, I truly believe that 
our country will rise to the challenges 
we face today, just as we have always 
done. And we will accomplish this 
through open, sometimes heated and 
passionate, but always respectful de-
bate. The celebration of our independ-
ence is always at least a temporary 
unifier of America. But this year, we 
cannot afford to confine this unity to 
one day, the Fourth of July. I believe 
we should use this time to renew our 

belief in a country that is bound to-
gether, not driven apart, by the clash 
of ideas out of which our great country 
was born. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. FOXX addressed the House. Her 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. WELLER of Illinois addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHU-
STER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SHUSTER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BROUN of Georgia addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. KIRK addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Mrs. 
MYRICK) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. MYRICK addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. TIM 
MURPHY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania 
addressed the House. His remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 
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(Mr. PRICE of Georgia addressed the 

House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

CREDIT CARDHOLDERS’ BILL OF 
RIGHTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
New York (Mrs. MALONEY) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the majority leader. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, I wish to address the Chamber 
tonight on the Credit Cardholders’ Bill 
of Rights. 

In recent years, the playing field be-
tween credit card companies and credit 
cardholders has become very one-sided. 
It is no surprise that it is average 
American cardholders and not the cred-
it card companies who are getting the 
short end of the stick. 

A credit card agreement is supposed 
to be a contract. But what good is a 
contract when only one party has any 
power to make decisions, and one party 
makes all the decisions? Cardholders 
deserve more bargaining power. The 
United States Congress can and should 
help level the playing field between 
card companies and cardholders. 

I introduced the Credit Cardholders’ 
Bill of Rights, H.R. 5244, to give Amer-
ican credit cardholders a fair deal. We 
now have over 155 cosponsors in this 
body. My comprehensive credit card re-
form bill takes a balanced approach to 
reforming major industry abuses and 
improving consumer protections for 
cardholders. 

Put simply, the Credit Cardholders’ 
Bill of Rights protects cardholders 
against arbitrary interest rate in-
creases any time and for any reason; 
prevents cardholders from being un-
fairly penalized; protects cardholders 
from due date gimmicks; shields card-
holders from misleading terms, and 
empowers them to set limits on their 
own credit and to better control their 
own credit; prevents card companies 
from giving subprime credit cards to 
people who cannot afford them; and re-
quires Congress to provide much better 
oversight of the credit card industry in 
general. 

The Credit Cardholders’ Bill of 
Rights fosters fair competition and free 
market values. It sets no price con-
trols, no rate caps, and no fees. It 
merely requires the card companies to 
let consumers know when they are 
jacking their fees up and increasing 
their rates. I believe the free market 
works best when consumers are em-
powered to make their own choices, 
and my bill would give cardholders the 
information and the rights they need 
to make choices about their own cred-
it. 

The balanced provisions in my bill 
are the deliberative result of over a 
year of careful study and analysis. 
Over the last 2 years, I held numerous 
congressional hearings and meetings to 
determine how Congress, Federal regu-

lators, and credit card companies could 
work together to help improve services 
and protections for cardholders. 

There is no doubt that credit cards 
are very important to our economy. 
They offer cardholders instant access 
to a convenient and flexible source of 
financing, and have enabled many peo-
ple to start new businesses, pay for tui-
tion, or make other major purchases. 
Credit cards also provide many people 
with a safety net to help solve cash 
flow problems or cover unexpected ex-
penses. But cardholders are increas-
ingly confronting problems with unfair 
industry practices embodied in one- 
sided contracts, and this must be 
changed. 

In recent months, the House of Rep-
resentatives, under the leadership of 
Financial Services Chairman BARNEY 
FRANK, succeeded in passing major 
mortgage reform legislation and an 
economic stimulus plan. The Senate is 
now following suit. Both of these im-
portant steps will help get our econ-
omy back on track, but we cannot 
overlook credit card reform. It is a 
critical part of the equation, and one 
Congress will be turning its attention 
to. 

Over 155 of my colleagues have al-
ready signed on as cosponsors of this 
important legislation. In the coming 
months, I plan to continue to build on 
the support this bill has gained, and I 
plan to work with BARNEY FRANK to 
get this marked up in committee so we 
can bring it to the floor for a vote. 

Consumers deserve to know where 
their elected officials stand on credit 
card reform that affects their lives. 
This is a critical issue of importance to 
my constituents, and we must show 
them that Congress is ready to restore 
some balance between consumers and 
credit card companies. 

When I started to work on this issue, 
one of the first things I did was hold a 
roundtable discussion with many of the 
stakeholders, major credit card issuers, 
as well as leading consumer advocates. 
From this discussion, I developed a se-
ries of principles that have guided the 
development of the legislation. I am 
going to take a few minutes to describe 
each of these principles, explain what 
the bill does to achieve them, and pro-
vide real-world examples of what this 
means to the average credit card-
holder. 

The first principle is that cardholders 
deserve protection against arbitrary 
interest rates any time and for any 
reason. Right now, credit card compa-
nies have the right to raise a cus-
tomer’s interest rate for any reason. 
This has made it very difficult for 
many consumers to understand how 
and why they have had their interest 
rate changed and hiked up on their 
credit cards. 

Compounding this problem is that 
when a new higher interest rate is ap-
plied, it not only affects future pur-
chases, it also raises the interest rate 
on existing balances. Consumers are 
often only made aware of these new 

higher interest rate increases only 
after they have gone into effect. 

To counter this problem, the Credit 
Cardholders’ Bill of Rights requires 
credit card companies to give a cus-
tomer 45 days’ notice of any and all in-
terest rate hikes, and allows them the 
option to just say ‘‘no,’’ to opt out of 
the interest rate increase. In return, if 
the cardholder opts out of the new 
rate, they are required to close the 
card and pay off the existing balance at 
the payment schedule they agreed to. 

And here is a real-world example. A 
person has a $1,000 balance and a 9.9 
percent APR interest rate. One month, 
she pays her utility bill one day late. 
The credit card company charges her a 
$35 late fee and raises her interest rate 
from 9.9 percent to over 29 percent, but 
does not tell her about the rate in-
crease until she gets her next state-
ment in the mail. The new rate is ap-
plied to the entire existing balance of 
$1,000. And the consumer can try and 
get a new card at a lower rate, but 
until then the $1,000 debt will be grow-
ing at a 29.99 percent rate of interest. 

Under the Credit Cardholders’ Bill of 
Rights, the customer would still be 
charged the late fee, but they would be 
notified that, in 45 days, their interest 
rate would be raised from 9.9 percent to 
over 29 percent. This would give them 
more time to try to apply for a new 
credit card with a lower interest rate; 
or, they could decline the higher inter-
est rate on the card, close the account, 
and pay off the balance at the old 9.9 
percent rate. 

I have got to say, under the Credit 
Cardholders’ Bill of Rights, the cus-
tomer could still be assessed the higher 
interest rate for missing payments on 
other bills, but that new higher rate 
would only apply to purchases and bal-
ances going forward and not retro-
active on their existing balances. They 
would also have the ability to opt out 
of the rate increase, close the account, 
and pay off their existing balances at 
the old rate. 

Another principle in the bill is that 
cardholders who pay on time and don’t 
go over their limit should not be penal-
ized. The so-called double cycle billing 
is a confusing practice that certain 
card companies employ to charge card-
holders more interest. It affects card-
holders who go from paying off their 
balances in full to carrying a balance. 
Here is how it works. 

Most card companies charge interest 
on the remaining unpaid balance from 
a cardholder’s previous billing cycle. 
Card companies that use double cycle 
billing, however, charge cardholders in-
terest on the entire balance from the 
previous cycle even if the cardholder 
paid part of it off. Card companies that 
use double cycle billing are effectively 
charging interest on balances that 
have already been paid. How fair is 
that? The Credit Cardholders’ Bill of 
Rights bans this really unfair practice 
called double cycle billing. 

Here is a real-world example. A card-
holder usually pays off her credit card 
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in full every month, but one month she 
charged $100 and only paid $50 by the 
due date. If she had a credit card that 
calculated payments on a single cycle, 
she would have been given credit for 
paying that $50 and only charged inter-
est in the next billing cycle on the re-
maining $50 that she owed. But since 
her card company uses double cycle 
billing, she was charged interest on the 
$100 from the previous billing cycle 
plus the remaining $50 that she still 
owes. Under my bill, card companies 
would be prohibited from billing on a 
double cycle and charging interest on 
debt that has already been paid. 

Another principle of this legislation 
is that cardholders should be protected 
from due date gimmicks. Currently, 
card companies are allowed to mail 
billing statements out as few as 14 days 
before the statement is due. Mail 
delays and a host of other problems 
mean that cardholders on that sched-
ule find themselves with less than a 
week to get their payments back to 
their card company, increasing the 
likelihood that they will have a late 
payment. 

The Credit Cardholders’ Bill of 
Rights gives cardholders more time to 
pay their bills. It requires card compa-
nies to mail billing statements 25 cal-
endar days before the statement’s due 
date. It also requires that payments 
made before 5:00 p.m. eastern standard 
time on the due date are considered 
timely. The bill also prohibits card 
companies from charging late fees 
when a cardholder presents proof of 
mailing his or her bill within 7 days of 
the due date. 

b 1800 

Another is that the bill and the card-
holders should be protected from mis-
leading terms and statements. Card 
companies can currently define the 
terms ‘‘fixed rate’’ and ‘‘prime rate’’ 
pretty much any way they want to. 
This can lead to obvious confusion 
among cardholders. 

The Credit Cardholders’ Bill of 
Rights prevents card companies from 
using these terms in a misleading or in 
a deceptive manner by establishing sin-
gle set definitions that every company 
must use. For example, the term ‘‘fixed 
rate’’ must be a rate that will not 
change or vary for any reason over a 
defined period of time. The Credit 
Cardholders’ Bill of Rights also gives 
cardholders who get pre-approval for a 
card the right to reject that card up 
until the moment they are to use it or 
to activate it without having their 
credit adversely impacted. 

I would like to say that, also, an-
other principle is that cardholders de-
serve the right to set limits, and card 
companies should not impose excessive 
fees on cardholders. Most card compa-
nies currently don’t give cardholders 
the option of setting real limits on 
their own accounts. Instead, card com-
panies allow the cardholder to exceed 
that amount and assess fees and/or a 
rate increase for doing so. 

The Credit Cardholders’ Bill of 
Rights would require card companies 
to offer consumers the option of having 
a fixed credit card limit that cannot be 
exceeded, and it would prevent card 
companies from charging over-the- 
limit fees on a cardholder with a fixed 
credit limit. 

The bill also limits the amount of 
consecutive over-the-limit fees card 
companies can charge to a more rea-
sonable number of three. Here is a real- 
world example. 

A cardholder had a credit limit of 
$2,000 on her card. Things got a little 
tight around the holidays, and she used 
her card more than normal, acciden-
tally going over her limit by $50. As a 
result, she was charged a $39 late fee. 
In the next billing cycle, she sent the 
card company a check for $60, but that 
still left her over her credit limit, so 
she was charged another $39 over-the- 
limit fee. 

Under the Credit Cardholders’ Bill of 
Rights, the cardholder would be able to 
set his or her credit limit and wouldn’t 
be able to make any purchases that put 
him over his fixed limit. If a cardholder 
did not want to set a fixed limit and 
did so accidentally go over his limit, a 
card company would only be allowed to 
impose more reasonable three consecu-
tive, over-the-limit fees upon the cus-
tomer. 

Another principle of the bill is that 
card companies should fairly credit and 
allocate payments. When a credit card 
account has balances with different in-
terest rates, a decision has to be made 
as to how to allocate payments. A 
cardholder pays the least amount of in-
terest when any payment is allocated 
to the highest interest rate balance 
first, and a credit card company makes 
more in interest payments when the 
payment is allocated completely to the 
lowest rate balances. Currently, most 
credit card companies allocate pay-
ments to the lowest interest rate bal-
ance first while prohibiting payment 
on balances at higher interest rates 
until the lower rate balance is paid in 
full. This isn’t very fair to the card-
holder, however. In fact, many card-
holders have no idea that their card 
companies are deciding to allocate 
their payments. 

The Credit Cardholders’ Bill of 
Rights directs card companies to fairly 
allocate payments on balances at dif-
ferent interest rates, making payments 
more equitable for both cardholders 
and card companies. 

Here is a real-life example of that 
principle. A cardholder has a new cred-
it card given with an introductory zero 
percent interest rate on all balance 
transfers. So he transferred a $1,000 
balance he had on another card. He 
then went out and bought $2,000 worth 
of new equipment. When he made a $250 
payment on his new card that month, 
he noticed that his interest rate for 
new purchases was 24 percent, but all 
of his payment went to pay down the 
zero percent balance. He wanted to 
pay, obviously, on the $2,000 balance 

since it was at such a high interest 
rate, but he was told he could not start 
paying on that balance until the origi-
nal zero balance was paid in full. 

Under my bill, the $250 payment 
would go towards paying off both the 
lower interest balance and the higher 
interest balance on a proportional 
basis. 

I want to say that this bill has gained 
not only 155 of my colleagues in a bi-
partisan sense, but it has also gained 
over 45 editorials from across this Na-
tion in support of the Credit Card-
holders’ Bill of Rights. I would like to 
share some of the comments from these 
editorials. 

From the New York Times on May 3 
of this year: ‘‘ . . . consumers are al-
ready losing as their interest rates on 
the cards suddenly skyrocket. Fees ap-
pear mysteriously on their bills, and 
even the billing cycles get shortened to 
make it harder to pay on time. Con-
gress needs to take up the issue now 
rather than wait for the Federal Re-
serve to create rules that can be too 
easily changed. The banking industry 
likes to boast that more than 90 per-
cent of credit card customers have no 
problems with their little plastic cards. 
Given that there are more than 1 bil-
lion credit cards believed to be in use, 
that leaves a lot of people swamped by 
what is now called the ‘tricks and 
traps’ of the credit card business.’’ 

The Boston Globe reports on May 31: 
‘‘Regulators and elected officials are 
starting to circle the credit card com-
panies and not a moment too soon. The 
Federal Reserve reports that credit 
card debt rose more than 7 percent last 
month on top of the already burden-
some average of $8,000 per American 
family. Credit and debit card delin-
quencies are at their highest levels in 
18 years, and all the while, credit card 
companies are employing practices 
that only dig consumers deeper and 
deeper into debt.’’ 

The Credit Cardholders’ Bill of 
Rights is a modest reform to bar credit 
card companies from raising interest 
rates on outstanding balances because 
of some action or unpaid bill in an-
other area. It deserves our support. 

On May 6, USA Today reported: ‘‘For 
years, Congress ignored consumer out-
rage as the industry flooded the public 
with solicitations, then squeezed cus-
tomers with escalating fees and high 
rates. Voters should pay close atten-
tion this year to who is trying to get 
the issuers to act more responsibly and 
who is defending some of their more 
outrageous practices.’’ 

The Staten Island Advance on May 16 
stated: ‘‘In a sign that Americans are 
relying more on their credit cards, the 
total for revolving credit has grown in 
2008 significantly faster than fixed-rate 
debt. During the past year, revolving 
debt has risen nearly $6 billion per 
month, or almost 8 percent, one of the 
fastest growth rates since 2001. In the 
past 12 years, penalty fees for late pay-
ments have more than doubled, from 
an average of $13 in 1995 to $28 now. 
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Make just one late payment, and you 
can face a penalty interest rate of more 
than 30 percent. The fine print in most 
disclosure statements says that issuers 
can change the terms of the card-
holder’s agreement at any time, for 
any reason. There is no other contract 
in the world that can change its terms 
at any time.’’ 

In Tennessee, the Knox News reports: 
‘‘The proposed regulations should curb 
some of the more unfair practices, and 
if effective, it may help consumers.’’ 

The St. Petersburg Times in Florida 
reports: ‘‘Americans owe more than 
$800 billion in credit card debt, and 
more than 1 in 3 cardholders are unable 
to make timely payment on accumu-
lated balances. What is troublesome for 
banks can be tragic for families. With 
falling home values, stagnant wages 
and rising prices for basics such as food 
and fuel, Americans are relying more 
on credit cards to pay for necessities. 
Some lenders have taken advantage of 
that situation by bumping up fees and 
interest rates on credit cards, even for 
those who pay on time. Somebody 
needs to regulate a market that is out 
of control and takes advantage of the 
most naive and vulnerable consumers 
and is threatening an already fragile 
economy.’’ 

Then in Pennsylvania, on May 10, the 
Daily and Sunday Review stated: 
‘‘Intervention is necessary if Ameri-
cans under the thumb of the credit 
card industry are to have any hope of 
solvency, and even though the Feds’ 
proposals are welcomed, they should 
not supplant far broader relief envi-
sioned in the credit card bill of rights.’’ 

The Charleston Gazette writes: ‘‘Yes, 
too many accepted cards they could 
not afford, and charged more than they 
earned. As the old saying goes, ‘It’s 
easier to sign a note than to pay for it.’ 
However, tricking customers who carry 
a balance into paying dubious fees and 
penalties is unethical.’’ 

The Dallas Morning News says: 
‘‘There’s a huge difference between 
charging cardholders who have missed 
payments and willfully creating a sys-
tem to generate unnecessary penalties. 
We deserve change. We should pass 
change.’’ 

On May 6, the Baltimore Sun said: 
‘‘Amid a severe mortgage crisis and 
credit crunch, the rules should help 
prevent many cardholders from going 
under because of some of the industry’s 
worst practices, including high interest 
rates and high fees. These proposals, 
which don’t take effect until the end of 
the year, should not prevent Congress 
from acting on its own and passing 
needed credit card reform.’’ 

I would like to say that credit cards 
are important. They benefit many fam-
ilies, and I would say that some indus-
try groups and some banks have insti-
tuted best practices and have said that 
they voluntarily will no longer impose 
any time/any reason increases on cus-
tomers who pay on time and who don’t 
go over their limits. They say they will 
no longer practice double cycle billing, 

but many credit card companies still 
practice these really harmful and un-
fair policies, so we need to pass this 
legislation, and we need to give relief 
to consumers and level the playing 
field, not only between the consumer 
and the cardholder but between compa-
nies that are doing the right thing and 
those that are still abusing the con-
sumers. 

I would like to say that I thank my 
colleagues. One hundred fifty-five of 
my colleagues have joined me on the 
Credit Cardholders’ Bill of Rights and 
over 45 editorials from across this 
country. I hope that my colleagues will 
read the bill, those who are not on it, 
and will join us in this effort to bring 
relief to America’s working families. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

THE IRANIAN THREAT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
WATSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. BART-
LETT) is recognized for 60 minutes as 
the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Madam 
Speaker, there was a very interesting 
editorial in the Wall Street Journal 
today. Let me read a bit from it. Talk 
about timing. It is, perhaps, fortuitous. 

‘‘On Tuesday, Secretary of State 
Condoleezza Rice was in Prague, sign-
ing an agreement that’s a first step to-
ward protecting Europe from ballistic 
missile attack. As if on cue, Tehran, 
yesterday, tested nine missiles, includ-
ing several capable of reaching south-
ern Europe as well as Israel and U.S. 
troops stationed in the Middle East. 
Remind us. Who says Iran isn’t a 
threat?’’ 

Yesterday’s test offered no big sur-
prises about Iran’s missile technology, 
but they are a useful reminder of just 
how real the Iranian threat is and how 
rapidly it is growing. One of the mis-
siles tested was the latest update, the 
Shahab-3, which has a range of about 
1,250 miles. Replace the payload with a 
lighter one, say, a nuclear warhead, 
and the range gains 1,000 miles. 

b 1815 

Add a booster, and the range can be 
extended even farther. North Korea did 
just that with its Taepodong-2 missile. 

Technology that is passed along to 
Iran. U.S. intelligence estimates that 
Iran will have a ballistic missile capa-
ble of reaching New York or Wash-
ington by about 2015. But Iran may al-
ready have the capability to target the 
U.S. with a short-range missile by 
launching it from a freighter off the 
east coast. A few years ago, it was ob-
served practicing the launch of Scuds 
from a barge in the Caspian Sea. 

This would be especially troubling if 
Tehran is developing EMP, electro-
magnetic pulse technology. A nuclear 
weapon detonated 100 miles over U.S. 
territory would create an electro-
magnetic pulse that would virtually 
shut down the U.S. economy by de-

stroying electronic circuits on the 
ground. William Graham, head of a 
congressional commission to assess the 
EMP threat, testifies before the House 
Armed Services Committee this morn-
ing. We hope someone asks him about 
that. 

I attended that hearing. And he was 
asked about that. 

Let me give you a few quotes from 
his testimony this morning. 

‘‘Several potential adversaries of the 
capability to attack the United States 
with a high altitude nuclear weapon 
generated electromagnetic pulse, and 
others appear to be pursuing efforts to 
obtain that capability. A determined 
adversary,’’ he says, ‘‘can achieve an 
EMP attack capability without having 
a high level of sophistication. For ex-
ample, an adversary would not have to 
have long-range ballistic missiles to 
conduct an EMP attack against the 
United States. Such an attack could be 
launched from a freighter off the U.S. 
coast using a short- or medium-range 
missile to loft a nuclear warhead to 
high altitude. 

‘‘Terrorists sponsored by a rogue 
state could attempt to execute such an 
attack without revealing the identity 
of the perpetrators. 

‘‘Iran, the world’s leading sponsor of 
international terrorism, has practiced 
launching a mobile ballistic missile 
from a vessel in the Caspian Sea. Iran,’’ 
he says, ‘‘has also tested high altitude 
explosives of the Shahab-3, a test mode 
consistent with EMP attack, and Iran 
described the test as being ‘successful.’ 
Iranian military writings explicitly 
discuss a nuclear EMP attack that 
would gravely harm the United States. 

‘‘While the Commission,’’ he says, 
‘‘does not know the intention of Iran in 
conducting these activities, we are dis-
turbed by the capability that emerges 
when we connect the dots.’’ 

Dr. Graham was the principal author 
of a report produced by the Commis-
sion to assess the threat to the United 
States from electromagnetic pulse at-
tack. 

And let me read a single statement 
from the introduction to this study. 
‘‘The electromagnetic pulse generated 
by a high altitude nuclear explosion is 
one of a small number of threats that 
can hold our society at risk of cata-
strophic consequences.’’ 

And a little later we’ll have a chance 
to note what those catastrophic con-
sequences are. 

Here is a report, the CRS report for 
Congress. ‘‘High Altitude Electro-
magnetic Pulse, HEMP, and High 
Power Microwave, HPM, devices threat 
assessments.’’ And they discuss also 
this electromagnetic pulse. 

The first chart shows us a quote from 
one of our now Senators that I had the 
privilege of serving with on the Armed 
Services Committee in the Congress 
before he went to the Senate, JOHN 
KYL. He says, ‘‘Last week the Senate 
Judiciary Committee’s Subcommittee 
on Terrorism, Technology and Home-
land Security, which I chair,’’ he says, 
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‘‘held a hearing on a major threat to 
the United States, not only from ter-
rorists but from rogue nations like 
North Korea,’’ and he might have 
added Iran. 

‘‘An electromagnetic pulse (EMP) at-
tack . . . is one of only a few ways 
America could essentially be defeated 
by our enemies, terrorists or otherwise 
. . . Few if any people would die right 
away. But the long-term loss of elec-
tricity would essentially bring our so-
ciety to a halt . . . few can conceive of 
the possibility that terrorists could 
bring American society to its knees by 
knocking out our power supply from 
several miles in the atmosphere. But 
this time we’ve been warned, and we 
better be prepared to respond.’’ 

The next chart is a quote from Major 
Franz Gayl, ‘‘The impact of EMP is 
asymmetric in relation to our adver-
saries. The less-developed societies of 
North Korea, Iran and other potential 
EMP attack perpetrators are less elec-
tronically dependent and less special-
ized while more capable of continued 
functionality in the absence of modern 
conveniences.’’ 

What they’re saying is that if this 
EMP attack was made in one of these 
countries, that they would not be hurt 
anywhere near as much as we because 
they have a much less sophisticated in-
frastructure. 

‘‘Conversely, the United States would 
be subject to widespread paralysis and 
doubtful recovery,’’ doubtful recovery, 
‘‘following a surprise EMP attack. 
Therefore, terrorists and their coinci-
dentally allied state sponsors may de-
termine that given just a few nuclear 
weapons and delivery vehicles the sub-
jection of the United States to a poten-
tially non-attributable EMP attack is 
more desirable than the destruction of 
selected cities. Delayed mass lethality 
is assured over time through the cas-
cade of EMP’s indirect effects that 
would bring our highly specialized and 
urbanized society to a disorderly halt.’’ 

What is this EMP that these several 
reports and articles have been talking 
about? 

The next chart, and this comes from 
the U.S. Defense Nuclear Agency, and 
this shows how an EMP is produced. 
Our first exposure to this was way back 
in the early 1960s, 1961, I believe, over 
Johnston Island in a test, and then we 
were testing nuclear weapons in a test 
called Starfish. I think that was one in 
the series of the Fishbowl tests. And 
this test was the first one that we had 
conducted above the atmosphere. All of 
the other tests had been on a tower or 
underground. This one was above the 
atmosphere. 

And we had some very surprising re-
sults from that. It was about, I think, 
800 miles away from Hawaii and almost 
instantaneously, there were effects, 
electronic and electrical effects, in Ha-
waii from this extra atmospheric deto-
nation of a nuclear weapon. 

This chart shows what happens when 
the nuclear weapon explodes. There are 
some gamma rays that come out. They 

produce Compton electrons. And these 
Compton electrons then flow at the 
speed of light, line of sight, and if the 
weapon is, say, 300 miles high above 
the United States, that would cover all 
of the United States. 

This EMP wave is like a lightning 
strike, although different than light-
ning. Or a static electricity. A really 
strong static electricity everywhere all 
at once. It’s just hard to conceive of 
something like this, that there would 
be a simultaneous over all of the 
United States lightning strike, al-
though not quite like lightning, that 
would destroy, if it were strong 
enough, all of the electronic devices in 
our country. 

The features in EMP from a high al-
titude burst they say is wide-area cov-
erage, high-field strengths, and they 
note here 50 kilovolts per meter. A lit-
tle later we will talk about what the 
EMP Commission learned from a cou-
ple of Russians, Soviet generals who 
are now Russian generals, who said 
that the Soviets had developed 200- 
kilovolts-per-meter weapons. We will 
discuss a little later what that means. 

Broad frequency band of a very broad 
range or frequency from D.C. to 100 
MHz. ‘‘Absence of most other nuclear 
weapons effects.’’ There isn’t any fall-
out because there is nothing to fall 
out. Fallout is produced when a weapon 
is detonated at the surface or near the 
surface and it blows a lot of radioac-
tivity up in the air. In this case, there 
isn’t any material blown up in the air 
so there really isn’t any conventional 
fallout. 

The next chart shows us the range, 
what would be covered by a weapon 
detonated at various altitudes. And 
this is looking at the center of our 
country near Iowa and Nebraska. And 
the surface, little red dot here in the 
middle, if it’s detonated on the surface, 
very small area is impacted. If it is 60 
miles up, you’d get a broader area; 200 
miles up, you get a still broader area. 
And if you go 300 miles up, it covers all 
of the United States, the tip of Maine 
and Florida and the State of Wash-
ington. 

The next chart shows, again, the cov-
erage of an EMP, and this one shows 
how the intensity of the field degrades 
with distance. And there is this so- 
called ‘‘smile effect’’ from it. And the 
color coding over there shows the deg-
radation of the intensity. It starts out 
with red in the middle, which is 100 
percent, and then we get to the purple 
out here, and that’s 50 percent. And 
you see that the degradation is cut 
into about half by the time you reach 
the margins of our country. 

That’s important when we look at 
the next chart because the next chart 
redacted the names of the Soviet gen-
erals, and now Russian generals is now 
redacted. The Commission—this is 
from the EMP Commission report. 

‘‘The Commission met with Russian 
Generals ‘blank’ and ‘blank’ who 
claimed: Russia designed a ‘Super- 
EMP’ nuclear weapon capable of gener-

ating 200 kilovolts per meter. Russian, 
Chinese and Pakistani scientists are 
working in North Korea and could en-
able that country to develop an EMP 
weapon in the near future.’’ 

And one needs to note the close 
working relationship between North 
Korea and Iran. 

The next chart further looks at this 
threat. And this again is from the EMP 
Commission, a Commission set up 4 
years ago by legislation that I initi-
ated. They have been working for 4 
years now, and we are planning this 
year to extend their life another 4 
years because it is absolutely essential, 
as you will see as we go on with the 
discussion, that both our military and 
our national infrastructure be aware of 
this threat and do reasonable things to 
protect our military and our country 
against this threat. 

‘‘EMP is one of a small number of 
threats that may,’’ they say, ‘‘hold at 
risk the continued existence of today’s 
U.S. civil society.’’ That is quite a 
statement. What that means is that 
EMP is one of a small number of 
threats that may end life as we know 
it. It could ‘‘disrupt our military forces 
and our ability to project military 
power. 

‘‘The number of U.S. adversaries ca-
pable of EMP attack is greater than 
during the Cold War.’’ Then there was 
only one adversary. Today there are 
potentially many who have nuclear 
weapons or could acquire nuclear weap-
ons and missiles and even short-range 
missiles, as was pointed out, that could 
be launched from a tramp steamer off 
our coast. 

b 1830 

Potential adversaries are aware of 
the EMP’s strategic attack option. My 
wife raised this question: Should you 
really be talking about this because 
you are giving these people ideas? And 
I assured her that every one of our po-
tential enemies has in their open lit-
erature detailed discussions of an EMP 
attack and how it could be used and 
how they would use it. 

A little later I’m going to show you a 
chart which is in Russian writing, and 
we can show you from the open lit-
erature of any of these countries that 
might launch an attack against us, in 
their open literature they know. Nine-
ty-eight percent of the people in our 
country may know nothing about EMP 
and what it could do to us, but I will 
assure you that 100 percent of our po-
tential enemies know all about EMP 
and what it could do. 

The threat is not adequately ad-
dressed in U.S. national and homeland 
security programs. Dr. Graham is a sci-
entist, and scientists frequently are ca-
pable of understatement. This is a 
gross understatement. The threat is 
not adequately addressed. The threat is 
not addressed. 

You know, some things are too good 
to be true, and usually if something is 
too good to be true, it’s not true. This 
thing is so bad, the potential is so 
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enormous, that some people think, gee, 
that’s just too bad to be true, so it 
can’t be true, like that’s too good to be 
true so it can’t be true, but I’m afraid 
this is true. 

The next chart, and I’m really 
pleased at the quality of the nine mem-
bers of this commission. These are top 
people with many, many years of expe-
rience. When I was just finishing my 
first two years of teaching medical 
school, 56 years ago now, Dr. Johnny 
Foster was designing nuclear weapons 
for our country, and he was the direc-
tor of LLNL and the director of 
DDR&E. 

Mr. Earl Gjelde, chief engineer and 
acting director, Bonneville Power Ad-
ministration, very knowledgeable in 
our grid and its vulnerabilities. 

Dr. Bill Graham, who was the chair-
man, he’s had a long, long experience, 
has been appointed by a couple of dif-
ferent administrations. He was a 
science advisor, for instance, to Presi-
dent Reagan. He was Rumsfeld’s dep-
uty in their very important study on 
the emerging threat of ballistic mis-
siles. 

Dr. Robert Hermann, director of 
NRO. NRO is very interesting. Of 
course, just a moment to talk about 
NRO, National Reconnaissance Organi-
zation. Until just a few years ago even 
that name was secret, and they spend 
probably more money than almost any 
other agency in our country. There 
were several billion dollars that they 
couldn’t account for, and we finally de-
cided, gee, for what they do, that’s 
small change, and we won’t worry 
about that. You see, the NRO is the or-
ganization that buys and launches all 
of our incredibly expensive spy sat-
ellites, and he was the director of NRO; 
principal deputy assistant secretary to 
the Air Force; senior vice president, 
United Technologies. 

Hank Kleupfel, advisor to the Presi-
dent’s NSTAC; vice president of the 
very prestigious International Science 
Applications International Corpora-
tion. 

General Lawson, a four star general, 
with a lot of experience. 

Gordon Soper, who has a lifetime of 
experience, is director of the Nuclear 
Forces C3, the chief scientist at DCA. 

And one of my favorites is Dr. Lowell 
Wood, director’s staff, LLNL; technical 
advisor, SSCI and the House com-
mittee, the committee on which I 
serve. 

When I first became interested in 
EMP, I called Tom Clancy, whom I 
know, and I knew that he had an EMP 
sequence in one of his books. And so I 
knew he knew something about it. And 
so I called to ask him about it. He said, 
well, if you read my book you know all 
I know about it because I put it all in 
the book. But he referred me to the 
person who he said was the smartest 
person hired by the U.S. government. 
That’s a tall order because we hire a 
lot of people, but this Dr. Lowell Wood, 
he said, is the smartest person hired by 
the U.S. government. 

And then Dr. John Woodard, who is 
executive vice president and deputy di-
rector of Sandia National Labs. That’s 
an interesting one because I went out 
to visit the last of our 10 children who 
has a Ph.D. in computers working at 
the Sandia National Labs, and he 
brought home from work some little 
things that they had sent him that led 
me to believe there might be some ex-
pertise in Sandia National Labs that 
would be of use in our evaluations of 
this EMP threat. 

So I asked him to inquire about that, 
and the next day I was over there I 
think for four or five hours for a classi-
fied briefing. Well, I didn’t know when 
I went there that Dr. John Woodard, 
who is the executive vice president, 
was one of the nine members of this 
commission. So that was a very, very 
fortuitous trip. 

I just wanted to note how impressive 
this group of people are. 

Potential adversaries know about 
EMP. I wanted to spend just a moment 
on this because I don’t want anybody 
to believe that we’re somehow letting 
the cat out of the bag here in telling 
people what they don’t know, and this 
is from the EMP Commission itself. 

‘‘Hypothetically, if Russia really 
wanted to hurt the United States’’—oh, 
let me tell you about this. I was there 
and I think there were about nine of 
us, a codel, and we were in Vienna, 
Austria, with three members of the 
Russian Duma, Vladimir Lukin, who 
was ambassador here at the end of 
Bush I, and the beginning of the Clin-
ton administration; the third ranking 
Communist, a tall, handsome blonde, 
Alexander Shabonof; and a bright, ris-
ing star in one of their parties there, 
Vladimir Rushkoff. 

And we were there in Vienna with a 
personal representative of Slobodan 
Milosevic, and Slobodan Milosevic had 
the three captives, remember, and he 
wanted rid of them. And his personal 
representative there said, you under-
stand how important it is for him to 
get rid of those three people, because if 
any harm comes to them while they’re 
under his control, that’s going to be 
bad news for him. 

Jesse Jackson was there, and they 
really did not want to release them to 
Jesse Jackson. They wanted to release 
them to us. The head of our codel had 
promised that he wouldn’t go there. I 
had not promised I wouldn’t go, and so 
I volunteered to go. Other members of 
our codel said, gee, I wonder if we real-
ly ought to go, and maybe there will be 
several additional captives there if we 
go. 

I assured them that if the Russians 
went with us—and by the way, the Rus-
sians joined the G–7 to become the G– 
8, and 6 days later, the framework 
agreement which we negotiated there 
was approved by the G–8. The only 
large country in whom the Serbs had 
confidence was Russia, and Russia told 
us, whatever we agree to in these nego-
tiations, the Serbs will agree to. 

Well, Vladimir Lukin sat in this 
hotel room in Vienna, Austria, for a 

couple of days during these talks, with 
his arms folded across his chest. He 
was very angry. He was looking at the 
ceiling. He said, you spit on us; now, 
why should we help you? And he made 
that statement because the United 
States had kind of said, you know, then 
oil wasn’t $140 a barrel and Russia was 
very poor and their military was in 
decay, and we essentially told them, 
you know, we’re the big boy, we’ll take 
care of this, we don’t need you. 

And so Vladimir Lukin was kind of 
smarting under that, and he said, You 
spit on us; now, why should we help 
you? And then he made this statement. 
He said, If we really wanted to hurt 
you, with no fear of retaliation, we’d 
launch an SLBM, submarine launch 
missile. We wouldn’t know where it 
came from; it came from the sea. And 
we’d detonate a nuclear weapon high 
above your country, and it would shut 
down your power grid and your com-
munications for 6 months or so. 

Alexander Shabonof, the third rank-
ing Communist who was there, smiled 
and said, And if one weapon wouldn’t 
do it, we have some spares, like about 
10,000 is how many spares they had. 

So I was there when they made that 
statement. The Chinese military 
writings describe EMP as the key to 
victory and describes scenarios where 
EMP is used against U.S. aircraft car-
riers in a conflict over Taiwan. They 
read all statements from the EMP 
Commission. 

A survey of worldwide military and 
scientific literature sponsored by the 
Commission found widespread knowl-
edge about EMP and its potential mili-
tary utility, including in Taiwan, 
Israel, Egypt, India, Pakistan, Iran and 
North Korea. 

As I said earlier, maybe 98 percent of 
our people don’t know much, if any-
thing, about EMP, but I can assure you 
that 100 percent of our potential adver-
saries know everything about EMP. 

Terrorist information warfare in-
cludes using the technology of directed 
energy weapons or electromagnetic 
pulse. This is from the Iranian Journal, 
March of 2001. 

Iran has tested launching a Scud mis-
sile from a surface vessel, a launch 
mode that could support a national or 
transnational terrorist EMP attack 
against the United States. 

And the next chart shows a continu-
ation of these statements to assure us 
that when we talk about EMP and the 
fact that we are vulnerable and we 
really need to do something about that 
that we’re not letting the cat out of 
the bag. 

This is from an Iranian Journal, De-
cember of 1998. ‘‘If the world’s indus-
trial countries fail to devise effective 
ways to defend themselves against dan-
gerous electronic assaults, then they 
will disintegrate within a few years. 
150,000 computers [belong] to the U.S. 
Army. If the enemy forces succeeded in 
infiltrating the information network of 
the U.S. Army, then the whole organi-
zation would collapse, and the Amer-
ican soldiers could not find food to eat 
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nor would they be able to fire a single 
shot.’’ 

This, by the way, is one of the 
other—when the report said there were 
just a few weapons that could bring us 
to our knees and end life as we know it, 
a really aggressive cyber attack that 
brought down all of our computers— 
and our computers control everything. 
They control your power grid. They 
control your communication. That is 
what they’re talking about here. 

‘‘Terrorist information warfare [in-
cludes] using the technology of di-
rected energy weapons or electro-
magnetic pulse.’’ This is the Iranian 
Journal. 

Terrorists have attempted to acquire 
non-nuclear radio frequency weapons. 

What we’re talking about specifically 
today and what our hearing was about 
and what the editorial in The Wall 
Street Journal was about was nuclear- 
produced electromagnetic pulse. We 
can produce here on Earth a very fo-
cused, targeted EMP. It is conceivable, 
for instance, that you can mount one 
of those in a van and go down Wall 
Street and shut down all the computers 
in the buildings right next to you. That 
is a very local thing. It would be hurt-
ful, but we could recover from that. 

The next chart really is an inter-
esting one. To convince you that our 
potential enemies really do know about 
this, this is from a Russian journal, 
and there it is in Russian and it’s obvi-
ously EMP. You can see the detonation 
of the weapon. You can see the sparks 
here in the power grid. You can see the 
resisters here, the fuses probably, 
they’re all exploding. 

The next chart shows an American 
translation of what the Russians were 
saying in this chart, and you will no-
tice the same two figures here. 

Electromagnetic fields arise from nu-
clear explosions which produce impul-
sive electrical currents and stress in 
aerial and ground conductors and ca-
bles—this is a direct translation, and 
it’s sometimes hard to translate into 
smooth English words in another lan-
guage—and in radio station antennas. 
Radio waves are also produced which 
propagate to large distances. And boy, 
they do propagate to large distances. 

Electromagnetic fields and currents 
in the atmosphere arise as the result of 
the formation near the explosion of a 
shining region and a large region of 
ionized atmosphere produced by pene-
tration radiation. 

This is our translation of their de-
scription of the nuclear detonation and 
the production of these alpha particles 
and these Compton electrons. 

Source, currents and stresses exhibit 
transient impulse with characteristics 
close to the impulse caused by light-
ning discharges. Its duration is a few 
milliseconds. 

Well, some of the pulses, as a matter 
of fact, last a couple of minutes. There 
are some very long wavelengths in this 
that will couple with railroad tracks, 
for instance. There’s some very, very 
short wavelengths which will couple 
with the tiniest fields in a chip. 

For ground and aerial explosions, at 
a radius of a few kilometers from the 
center of the explosion, overstress be-
tween conducting aerial lines or elec-
trical supplies and grounds reach tens 
and hundreds of thousands of volts. 

b 1845 
While between the arteries of under-

ground cables—ah, that’s another 
thing, burying your cables won’t pro-
tect you. Some of these long wave-
lengths reach underground and couple 
with the cables underground. So essen-
tially everything is taken down. The 
one thing that is immune to it is 
fiberoptics. But unless you’re using op-
tical switching, it will do no good to 
use fiberoptics because the EMP will 
take out the switching. So if you have 
optical switching and fiberoptics, then 
you’re immune to it. 

But we can make all of our systems 
immune to it. It costs some money. 
Our fighter planes are all immune to it. 
The President’s Air Force One is EMP 
hardened. We have a few satellites up 
there that are EMP hardened. But 
about 95 percent of all of our military 
communications go over commercial 
satellites. And the satellites are the 
weakest link in the chain because it is 
very expensive to put stuff in space; it 
costs $5,000, $10,000 a pound. And hard-
ening increases weight as well as ex-
pense. And so nothing of our civilian 
infrastructure, space infrastructure is 
hardened. 

A single detonation 300 miles high 
above our country would take out all 
low Earth orbit satellites that are a 
line of sight. The prompt effects take 
that out. And then the Van Allen belts 
are pumped up, and the other satellites 
will all be dead in a few days to a week 
or two. And it would do you no good to 
launch other satellites even if you 
could because the Van Allen belts will 
stay pumped up for a year or so. 

Of course this effects everybody. This 
is the strike that comes back to bite 
you. And so your enemy would have to 
be prepared that they would also have 
no satellites because a single weapon 
would take out all of the Earth’s low 
orbit satellites; no more GPS, for in-
stance. 

The next chart is a look at why 
EMP? Why would an adversary use 
electromagnetic pulse? States or ter-
rorists may well calculate that using a 
nuclear weapon for EMP attacks offers 
the greatest utility. EMP offers a big-
ger bang for the buck against the U.S. 
military forces in a regional conflict or 
a means of damaging the U.S. home-
land. 

There is no way that a nuclear weap-
on could be used at ground level that 
would produce anywhere near the ef-
fects that are produced by a nuclear 
weapon detonated in space, producing 
this EMP pulse. 

EMP may be less provocative of U.S. 
massive retaliation compared to a nu-
clear attack in a U.S. city that inflicts 
many prompt casualties. 

If there was an EMP attack on our 
country, all that it has done is to take 

out all of our computers, which means 
we have no power grid, we have no 
communications. How do you respond 
to that? Are we now justified in vapor-
izing the grandmothers and babies in 
the country from which it was 
launched? By the way, unless it’s 
launched by Russia, which has thou-
sands of missiles, or by China in the fu-
ture, I don’t think we will know who 
launched it because I don’t think that 
any nation will launch against us from 
their soil because our satellites would 
detect the launch and we would know 
where it came from. And why should 
they? They’re a long way off. Our 
shores are close to the oceans, and 
there are thousands of ships in the 
north Atlantic shipping lanes. It is im-
possible to keep track of those ships. It 
would be very easy to—and their lit-
erature talks about this—using a short 
range or a medium range missile, to 
launch from a ship. 

There is a very interesting story—I 
hope that it is published, I was given a 
prepublication copy of it—called ‘‘One 
Second After.’’ And it’s a story of what 
happens in our country with an EMP 
attack. It’s a very well written story. 
It’s in the hills of North Carolina. And 
there is a retired colonel who is there 
teaching in a university there. And on 
his child’s 12th birthday, I think it was, 
they’re having the birthday party and 
the lights go out. And he notices in a 
few minutes that there is no noise from 
the interstate, which is just over the 
hill. And he walks over to where he can 
look down on the interstate and he sees 
that all the cars are parked on the 
interstate and people are walking 
around the cars. 

The story runs for a year. And at the 
end of the year—and I asked the mem-
bers of the commission, they said, well, 
it might not be quite that bad, but at 
the end of the year in this story called 
One Second After there are only 25,000 
people still alive in New York City, 90 
percent of the country’s population is 
dead, only 80 percent of the population 
in the area in which the story is set in 
North Carolina is dead. I said that for 
many people this is just too bad to be 
true, and so they don’t even want to 
think about it. 

During the Clinton administration he 
had a commission to set up, headed by 
General Marsh, to look at critical in-
frastructure. And they came to testify 
before our Armed Services Committee 
and we asked them, did you look at 
EMP? He said yes, we looked at EMP. 
Well? Well, we decided there was not a 
high probability of an EMP attack, so 
we didn’t look at it anymore. I said, 
well, gee, with that attitude, if you 
haven’t already, when you go home to-
night you’re going to cancel your fire 
insurance. I mean, that’s why we have 
insurance, when there is a low prob-
ability, high-impact event. And I know 
of nobody at the end of the year, I’ve 
never heard anybody come and com-
plain, gee, you know, I bought that fire 
insurance and my house didn’t burn. 

All that I want my country to do is 
to make the kind of an investment 
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that represents the equivalent of buy-
ing fire insurance on your house. Now, 
I have fire insurance on my house, I 
wouldn’t sleep well tonight if I didn’t, 
but I haven’t hired somebody to stand 
there and to yell ‘‘fire, fire,’’ when he 
sees a fire. I’m content with my smoke 
alarms and so forth. But I’ve done what 
I think is a reasonable thing. But as 
the EMP Commission pointed out, our 
country has not done what would ap-
pear to be a reasonable thing in pre-
paring for this eventuality, neither in 
the military nor in the private sector. 

And these two studies that I referred 
to, the one by CRS, the Congressional 
Research Service, and the other by this 
commission, both of them paint the 
same picture, that an EMP attack on 
our country would be catastrophic. 
Now, there is something that we can do 
about that. And the Commission ends 
with a number of recommendations. 

What would we do if there was an 
EMP attack on us? Not a building is 
hurt, you are not hurt—for the mo-
ment. Although, if it was really this 
200 kilovolt per meter weapon—and we 
have not tested anything more than a 
fourth of that, about 50 kilovolts per 
meter—if it really was that weapon, 
the members of the commission are 
fairly confident that everything comes 
down, which means that you’re in a 
world where the only person you can 
talk to is the person next to you, un-
less, by the way, you happen to be a 
ham operator with a vacuum tube set 
because vacuum tubes are a million 
times less susceptible to EMP. 

I remember a number of years ago a 
Soviet MiG pilot defected to Japan, 
and you may remember that. And we 
were disdainful of the Russians because 
their planes still had vacuum tubes; 
they’re a million times less susceptible 
to EMP. And the only way you could go 
anywhere after this really robust EMP 
laydown is to walk, unless you happen 
to have an old car that has coil and dis-
tributor. These are really tough; they 
almost certainly would be immune to 
this. 

EMP could compare to a nuclear at-
tack on a city, kill many more Ameri-
cans in the long run—nobody imme-
diately—and we die in the long run be-
cause we do not have any electricity, 
we do not have any transportation. The 
average city has 3 days supply of food. 
And go to any of our major cities and 
have the lights go out for a few hours 
and you will see how thin the veneer of 
civilization is. 

EMP could, compared to a nuclear 
attack on a city, kill many more 
Americans in the long run from indi-
rect effects of collapsed infrastructure, 
power, communications, transpor-
tation, food and water. City water is 
not flowing, the septic system is not 
working. 

What do you do? There are a number 
of recommendations—we’ll look at a 
few of those in a few moments—that 
they make. But the commission is con-
vinced that, with reasonable expendi-
ture, we can do something meaningful 

to protect ourselves against this. And 
by the way, our very vulnerability in-
vites this attack. They know how vul-
nerable we are, it’s in their public 
writings. They know that. 

Strategically and politically, an 
EMP attack can threaten entire re-
gional or national infrastructures that 
are vital to U.S. military strength and 
societal survival—vital to survival, 
they’re making the point—challenge 
the integrity of allied regional coali-
tions and pose an asymmetrical threat 
more dangerous to the high-tech West 
than to rogue states. 

To a state without our sophisticated 
infrastructure, losing electricity 
wouldn’t matter much. There are many 
countries in the world that have a few 
hours of electricity in the morning and 
a few hours of electricity in the 
evening, that may have only water at 
certain hours of the day. And when 
they do that, they plan to store that 
water so that they will have enough for 
the rest of the day. So cultures like 
that would be nowhere near as much 
affected by an EMP attack as we 
would. 

Technically, an operational EMP at-
tack can compensate for deficiencies in 
missile accuracy—if you miss by 100 
miles, it doesn’t matter; it really 
doesn’t matter if you miss by 100 
miles—fusing range, reentry vehicle 
design, target location intelligence, 
and missile defense penetration. It 
really doesn’t matter. None of these 
things matter. You just shoot a weap-
on. If a scud launcher goes up about 180 
miles, that’s plenty high to shut down 
the whole northeast and well down the 
mid coast. And it really doesn’t matter 
if you miss where you would like it to 
detonate by 100 miles, it really doesn’t 
make any difference. 

The next chart shows the kind of 
technology we used to have during the 
Cold War. This is a trestle on which we 
have a large airplane. And we are doing 
simulated EMP attacks on that air-
plane to make sure that we have hard-
ened the airplane. That’s all mothball 
now, we aren’t doing that anymore. By 
the way, it was impossible to really 
simulate an EMP attack because of the 
long line effect. There isn’t any way, 
with this EMP burst created here on 
Earth, that we could cover an area 
miles long. And railroad tracks, power 
lines, any of these things are antennas. 
And there are some very long wave-
lengths here that, coupled with very 
strong structures like miles of power 
lines or miles of railroad tracks, and 
you really can’t simulate the line ef-
fect. But we’ve done as good as we can 
do. And after hardening, we would test 
the planes to make sure that we had 
hardened them. 

The next chart is one that is from 
this study of the EMP Commission. 
They started out looking at the mili-
tary, but since all of our military bases 
are surrounded by towns and cities and 
suburbs and so forth, and since none of 
our military bases are stand-alone, as 
far as how power is concerned, they 

have some UPS units, some units that 
will produce temporary power, but few 
of them will last more than 48 hours 
and then their tank of fuel has run out 
and the generators stop working. 

And so they started looking at the 
interface between the military and the 
civilian infrastructure, and they be-
came very, very concerned about how 
interrelated and how fragile our na-
tional infrastructure was. It has grown 
to accommodate the growth of our pop-
ulation and our increased demands for 
energy, and it is not designed as an in-
tegrated system as it would be if you 
didn’t have any of this and you started 
from scratch and put the whole thing 
in; it’s kind of added on to and added 
on to. And so they have this little 
chart which shows, like a house of 
cards, the interrelationships between 
oil and gas and communications and 
water and banking and finance and 
government services and emergency 
services and transportation and elec-
trical power and fuel. Look at the lines 
that run there, they all run from elec-
trical power. If you don’t have elec-
trical power in our world, you don’t 
have anything. Very few things operate 
without electrical power. So they were 
very concerned about the vulnerability 
of our national infrastructure. 

One of a very few high-altitude nu-
clear detonations can produce EMPs si-
multaneously over wide geographical 
areas. Just one will do, as the previous 
chart showed, if you detonate it about 
300 miles high over Iowa or Nebraska. 
Unprecedented cascading failure of our 
electronics-dependent infrastructure 
could result. As a matter of fact, if one 
of these super EMP-enhanced bombs is 
used, you will change that word to 
‘‘would’’ result because there is no 
question but that that would bring 
down our whole infrastructure. 

b 1900 

Power, energy, transport, tele-
communications, and financial systems 
are particularly vulnerable and inter-
dependent, and they would all come 
down. EMP disruption of these sectors 
could cause large-scale infrastructure 
failures for all aspects of the Nation’s 
life. 

Again, I say you would essentially, if 
this biggest weapon was used that pro-
duces 200 kilovolts per weapon, you 
would be in a world where largely the 
only person you could talk to is the 
person next to you unless you had that 
ham radio with a vacuum tube in it, 
and the only way you could go any-
where is to walk unless you happened 
to have a car that had a coil and a con-
denser. 

Both civilian and military capabili-
ties depend on these infrastructures, 
almost totally. Without adequate pro-
tection, recovery could be prolonged 
months to years. That’s a very long 
time to hold your breath in a situation 
like this. 

Now we will look at the conclusions 
and they had a number of conclusions. 
One of the conclusions was the EMP 
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threat is one of a few potentially cata-
strophic threats to the United States. 
By taking action, the EMP threat can 
be reduced to manageable levels. U.S. 
strategy to address the EMP threat 
should balance prevention, prepara-
tion, protection, and recovery. And one 
of the first things that we should do is 
to look at recovery. Should it happen, 
what would you do? 

I remember that during the Cold 
War, I was working for IBM corpora-
tion, and I was concerned about what 
we would do when we came out of the 
fallout shelter. And then those fallout 
shelters were so prevalent, so omni-
present, that IBM was giving their em-
ployees interest-free loans to build a 
backyard fallout shelter. And I asked 
myself what would I do when I come 
out of the fallout shelter because it’s 
going to be a whole different world? 
Then we were looking at perhaps hun-
dreds of nuclear weapons falling on our 
cities and taking them out, but we had 
all of the fallout shelters, the civil de-
fense things. Any public building you 
went into, there were brochures there 
telling you what you ought to do and 
how to do it. So people were really 
thinking about it. And in schools you 
practiced what you would do if there 
was an attack. You would put your 
head down between your knees and so 
forth. I remember that when I worked 
for the National Institutes of Health, 
we had drills there because our big re-
search hospital there was going to be-
come, I think, a 500-bed hospital for 
casualties. Then we developed and the 
Soviets developed the hydrogen bomb, 
and we weren’t even sure that the hos-
pital was going to be there after that. 
It was certainly going to be there after 
the conventional nuclear weapon. But 
we were preparing for that. So we can 
do something to prepare. 

Critical military capabilities must be 
survivable and durable to underwrite 
U.S. strategy. If the enemy knows that 
they cannot shut down our retaliatory 
force, they will be much less inclined 
to do this unless they plan to do it in 
a very covert way. By the way, the 
book that I mentioned, this attack on 
our country, ‘‘One Second After,’’ the 
attack comes from a missile which is 
launched at sea, and then after the 
missile is launched, the ship is sunk so 
there are no fingerprints. 

The next chart shows some conclu-
sions, some action items. The 2006 de-
fense authorization bill contains a pro-
vision extending the EMP Commission, 
and now we have the 2008 bill, and we 
are hoping to extend it now until 2012. 
The commission has been very effec-
tive. I will tell you that your military 
now is acutely aware of this and the 
Pentagon is aggressively addressing it. 
I come from Maryland, and I was 
pleased when the commission members 
told me today that Maryland is one of 
two States in the country that is as a 
State doing something about this. And 
so we hope the Commission will be very 
active in the next 4 years, and they are 
going to States, they are going to ro-

tary clubs, they are going everywhere 
they can go to tell the people about 
this and what we can do and should do. 

Terrorists are looking for vulnerabil-
ities to attack, and our civilian infra-
structure is particularly susceptible to 
this kind of attack. As I mentioned, 
our very vulnerability invites attack, 
and we can reduce the probability of 
attack if we do something meaningful 
to protect ourselves. 

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity needs to identify critical infra-
structures. Indeed they do. I have been 
concerned that our Homeland Security 
Department is doing essentially noth-
ing in the area of civil defense. And I 
remember very well the Cold War. I 
was born in 1926, and I grew up during 
the Depression and then the long World 
War II and the long Cold War after 
that. And I remember we would have 
blackout drills, and one of the neigh-
bors would be assigned on a volunteer 
basis to make sure that everything was 
blacked out. This was during the war 
when there was some threat that 
enemy bombers might be coming over 
our country. And then during the Cold 
War that followed that, every public 
building you went into would have lit-
erature telling you how to produce a 
fallout shelter, how to improvise one in 
your basement if you hadn’t built one 
outside, the kind of food to store. It 
was available for sale at many places. 
How much water you needed. They had 
pictures of the fallout shelter and the 
beds and so forth and how you would 
make due there for the several days to 
a couple of weeks. And they made 
available monitoring equipment so 
that you would know when it was safe 
to go out when the radiation levels had 
fallen down to where it was safe to go 
out. So everybody—we practiced in 
schools. At our workplaces we prac-
ticed. And today there is essentially no 
attention given to advising individuals, 
businesses, churches, social clubs what 
they can do individually and collec-
tively, and I will tell you that our 
strength is going to be determined not 
so much by our military, which is 
going to be okay, but our strength as a 
country is going to be determined by 
what we have done individually as fam-
ilies, as small communities to protect 
ourselves so that we do not become im-
mediately a ward of the State. 

And they asked Dr. Bill Graham what 
he had personally done. He has a gener-
ator which is not plugged in. Plug it in. 
It’s hooked to the electrical system. 
It’s a long line, effective, a big an-
tenna. It’s much more likely to be 
damaged if it’s plugged in. With 200 
kilovolts per meter, by the way, it’s 
probably all gone anyhow. But if it’s a 
lesser intense weapon than that, not 
plugging in it would make a difference. 
He has food and water for several days. 

The average city has 3 days supply of 
food, 3 days supply of food. And I noted 
in the hearing today that if in antici-
pation of this, a year or 2 before and 
even a decade because this food, nitro-
gen packed and freeze dried, will last a 

very long time, then you are a patriot 
because now you’re stimulating the 
economy. But if you wait until the hur-
ricane is at the door or the missile at-
tack is imminent and you do exactly 
the same thing, now you’re a horder. 
Have you thought about that dif-
ference? You’ve done exactly the same 
thing. You put away food and water 
and essentials for survival. If you do it 
well ahead of the event, now you’re a 
patriot, doing the right thing. If you do 
it immediately before the event, now 
you’ve become a horder. And nobody 
likes a horder. 

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity also needs to develop a plan to 
help citizens deal with such an attack 
should it occur. This is not me saying 
that. It is the EMP Commission saying 
that. Citizens need to become as self- 
sufficient as possible. And they note 
something which is really very impor-
tant. There are a number of things, a 
Hurricane Katrina, almost nobody 
there had made any preparation for 
this. And with hours they now were de-
pendent on services from a government 
that wasn’t there, that couldn’t get 
there. And the Federal Government 
will tell you don’t count on us for at 
least 72 hours. You need to be on your 
own. And I think that the really wise 
thing to do would be to be prepared for 
several days to several weeks. And 
there are any number of natural events 
or human-caused events that could re-
sult. Suppose it was a major strike. Oil 
is now 141 or so dollars a barrel, gas is 
over $4 a gallon, diesel nearly $5 a gal-
lon. At some point the trucker may de-
cide enough is enough, we quit, in pro-
test, you’ve got to do something about 
this. A 3-day supply of food in the 
stores. Wouldn’t it be nice if you had a 
meaningful supply in your home so 
there are a number of storms that you 
could weather in addition to this one? 
Citizens need to become as self-suffi-
cient as possible. 

Well, I have been concerned about 
electromagnetic pulse now for a num-
ber of years. I am very pleased that we 
were able to get this commission set 
up. I am really pleased with the quality 
of the commission and what they have 
been able to do. And now we are ex-
tending it. We have already passed the 
bill in the House here. We’re extending 
it now for 4 more years, to 2012, and I 
look forward to the commission’s being 
active. And this is really very stimu-
lating and challenging, and meeting a 
big challenge like this and overcoming 
it is exhilarating. And I will tell you, 
rather than watching silly programs on 
television, the family would be much 
better rewarded and would feel better if 
they would sit down and say what can 
we do to prepare for this? Because our 
country is going to be stronger if I am 
self-sufficient and maybe I have 
enough to help somebody else, so that 
I’m not a ward of the State. And I hope 
that your government—the Homeland 
Security is the right place to look—is 
going to become more active in telling 
you what you need to do. But if they 
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don’t, go back and look at the advice 
given during the Cold War. What we 
were encouraged to do then, what we 
did then is precisely the kind of thing 
we need to do now. Now, there was lots 
of preparation. There were fallout shel-
ters that would accommodate hundreds 
of people. If you went to Switzerland, if 
you go today, you will find that all of 
Switzerland can go underground with 
enough food and water to last them for 
quite a while. Now, we never had that 
level of preparedness, but we were 
enormously better prepared then than 
we are now. 

Well, Madam Speaker, I am pleased 
for this opportunity to talk about this 
very important subject, and I hope that 
we become less and less vulnerable, 
which will reduce the threat more and 
more. 

f 

OUR TWIN PILLARS OF FREEDOM: 
THE DECLARATION AND CON-
STITUTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, we are in this 
Chamber just several days removed 
from our July 4th district work period, 
and I had reserved time on the Friday 
before our scheduled departure to dis-
cuss the importance of and the rel-
evance of the birth date of this Nation. 
Since our session for that day was can-
celed, this is my first chance to speak 
on that subject. 

Nearby in the Capitol rotunda hang 
four paintings crafted from the hand of 
John Trumbull, one of George Wash-
ington’s aides-de-camp during the Rev-
olutionary War. In the first of them, 
members of the Second Continental 
Congress, now 232 years ago, signed 
their names to the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, thereby formalizing a sever-
ance of the institutional bonds between 
the colonies and their mother country. 
Out of a ‘‘decent respect for the opin-
ions of mankind,’’ they stated the rea-
sons for this action in assiduous detail, 
invoking the ‘‘laws of nature and of na-
ture’s God’’ and the natural right of 
revolution because their inalienable 
natural rights had been abridged. 

Twelve years later, after a long, ex-
hausting, but ultimately successful 
war for independence, the people of this 
country were debating in ratifying con-
ventions up and down the eastern half 
of our now expansive land whether to 
ratify or reject a new governmental 
framework for our experiment in self- 
government. That document, our Con-
stitution, which Akhil Amar, perhaps 
understating the case, has called ‘‘one 
of the most important legal texts in 
human history,’’ would ultimately be 
approved, and thus would commence 
the beginning of our new government. 

Today in the afterglow of the colorful 
commemoration of our national inde-
pendence—and I might say I was fortu-

nate enough to enjoy the fireworks at 
Kings Beach, California, and Incline 
Village, Nevada, as well as the city of 
Folsom Rodeo this past weekend—I 
rise to celebrate our twin pillars of 
freedom, the Declaration of Independ-
ence and the Constitution. 

b 1915 

Madam Speaker, they are much more 
than dry pieces of parchment from cen-
turies bygone. No. They are documents 
which embody the very notion of our 
independence, recognizing our unique 
quality of self-government and cement-
ing our commitment to constitu-
tionalism. Make no mistake, this was 
something much more than just and ef-
ficacious for mankind than that which 
had come before. Yes, we have much to 
celebrate. 

Madam Speaker, these celebratory 
facts were not foreordained. As Carol 
Berkin has written, 1786, ‘‘was the 10th 
anniversary of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and the third year of life in a 
new Nation, but political leaders every-
where feared there was little cause to 
celebrate. Dark clouds and a suffo-
cating gloom seemed to have settled 
over the country, and these men under-
stood that something had gone terribly 
wrong. 

‘‘From Virginia, George Washington 
lamented the steady stream of diplo-
matic humiliations suffered by the 
young Republic. Fellow Virginian, 
James Madison, talked gravely of mor-
tal diseases afflicting the confederacy. 
In New Jersey, William Livingston con-
fided to a friend his doubt that the Re-
public could survive another decade. 
From Massachusetts, the bookseller- 
turned revolutionary strategist, Henry 
Knox, declared, ‘Our present Federal 
Government is a name, a shadow with-
out power or effect.’ Feisty, outspoken 
John Adams, serving as America’s min-
ister to Great Britain, observed his Na-
tion’s circumstances with more than 
his usual pessimism. The United 
States, he declared, was doing more 
harm to itself than the British Army 
had ever done. Alexander Hamilton, 
John Jay, James Monroe, Robert Mor-
ris, in short, many from every State, 
agreed that a serious crisis had settled 
upon the Nation. The question was: 
Could they do anything to save their 
country?’’ 

The answer that came forth was a 
thunderous yes. They did do something 
to save their country. Our Constitution 
was the fruition of 4 long, hot months 
of deliberation in Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania. 

On September 15, 1787, delegates 
there finalized a text, and 13 days later 
Congress, then meeting in New York, 
voted unanimously to send the pro-
posed Constitution to the people of 
each State for ratification. 

Madam Speaker, the framers of our 
Constitution articulated a new science 
of politics. It had been believed that re-
publics were only feasible as small ho-
mogenous clusters and were most like-
ly destined to fail, since Democratic 

governance could lead to the tyranny 
of the majority or demagogic usurpa-
tion of people’s consent, sovereignty 
rights, and freedoms. 

And so this new, unproven republican 
design was put before the people 
through the instrument of ratification. 
James Madison, the Father of the Con-
stitution, said that without ratifica-
tion, the Constitution was like a dead 
letter. In fact, life and validity were 
breathed into it by the voice of the 
people, speaking through several State 
conventions. 

Contrary to contrary expectations in 
the 21st century, popular ratification 
was a novel idea. Underscoring the 
boldness of their venture, several 
States even made their voting quali-
fications more inclusive than before so 
that more could partake in the ratifi-
cation process. 

And what a rich process it was. Bru-
tus, Publius, Anti-federalists, Federal-
ists. The debates over ratification still 
enlighten, inform, and reminds us of 
the seriousness with which we take our 
political system and the principles em-
bedded within it. 

So it’s important for us to remember 
just a week after this grand Fourth 
that our history included framers, 
signers, and ratifiers, and as always, 
then as now, there were also those of 
us, merely we, the people. 

As Alexander Hamilton wrote to the 
voters of New York in Federalist Paper 
No. 1, ‘‘After an unequivocal experience 
of the inefficacy of the subsisting Fed-
eral Government, you are called upon 
to deliberate on a new Constitution for 
the United States of America. The sub-
ject speaks its own importance. It has 
been frequently remarked that it seems 
to have been reserved to the people of 
this country by their conduct and ex-
ample to decide the important ques-
tion, whether societies of men are real-
ly capable or not of establishing good 
government from reflection and choice, 
or whether they are forever destined to 
depend for their political constitutions 
on accident and force. 

If there be any truth in the remark, 
the crisis at which we arrived may, 
with propriety, be regarded as the era 
in which that decision is to be made, 
and a wrong election of the part, we 
shall act may, in this view, deserve to 
be considered as the general misfortune 
of mankind.’’ 

Thankfully, many agreed with Ham-
ilton, and our Constitution is still in-
tact today, 220 years later. In the inter-
vening years, much has been written 
about how to appropriately interpret 
our Constitution. What do its clauses 
mean; what do its phrases imply; what 
is the scope of this or that respective 
enumerated or unenumerated power? 
How are we to approach or understand 
issues today that were unforeseen in 
1787 or 1788? 

Madam Speaker, I believe the con-
stitutional interpretation should be a 
principled process, moored and an-
chored in the text, ascending up from 
the text, meaning context, and history 
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of the words, phrases, concepts and 
structures of the Constitution itself, 
not a deductive process says that be-
gins by asking, as one former Justice, 
according to one of his former law 
clerks, used to ask, What is the just re-
sult, and working backward from the 
answer to that question to see how it 
would comport with relevant theory or 
precedent. 

I am for ultimate justice, Madam 
Speaker. But such an untethered inter-
pretative technique is neither just nor 
fair to the individuals in specific cases. 
Justice implies measurement by some 
objective standard in an appropriate 
and specified context, not in a free- 
ranging philosophy seminar that only 
tangentially touches upon the context 
for this particular discussion that is 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Akhil Amar is right, ‘‘A careful ex-
amination of constitutional text, his-
tory, and structure will often leave us 
with a clear answer. At other times, 
however, the most the document can 
yield is the right set of questions to 
ask ourselves.’’ But this is no defi-
ciency. As we all know, asking the 
right question is the first and most im-
portant step towards appropriate adju-
dication and resolution. 

Now some have argued through our 
history that the Constitution is out-
dated and irrelevant to our contrary 
circumstances and lives. Outdated, ir-
relevant? How could it be, and what 
does that mean? For it to be outdated 
we’d have to ignore Chief Justice John 
Marshall’s words when he said that, 
‘‘We must never forget it is a Constitu-
tion we are expounding.’’ Why would he 
exhort us to elucidate something out-
dated and irrelevant? 

One prominent Justice once said that 
Justices should adjudicate according to 
the felt necessities of the time. This is 
contrary to the thoughts of John 
Story, who wrote in his famous Com-
mentaries that the Constitution has, 
‘‘a fixed, uniform, and permanent con-
struction.’’ To measure the felt neces-
sities of the time is an impossible task. 
Whose necessities are to be felt; how 
are such feelings to be measured, is 
this the proper role of the judiciary, 
even if it were possible? 

As Hamilton wrote in Federalist No. 
78, the judicial branch was to have nei-
ther force nor will. In Osborne versus 
Bank of the United States, Justice 
Marshall said that the judicial depart-
ment has no will in any case. Judicial 
power is never exercised for the pur-
pose of giving effect to the will of the 
judge, always for the purpose of giving 
effect to the will of the legislature or, 
in other words, to the will of the law. 
Judicial power, as contradistinguished 
from the power of law, has no exist-
ence. Courts are mere instruments of 
the law, and can will nothing.’’ 

Again, Story reminds us that the 
judge ought not to enlarge the con-
struction of a given power beyond its 
fair scope of its terms merely because 
the restriction is inconvenient in poli-
tic or even mischievous. Since the Gov-

ernment of the United States is one of 
limited and enumerated powers, a de-
parture from the true import and sense 
of its power is pro tanto in the estab-
lishment of a new constitution. It is 
doing for the people what they have 
not chosen to do for themselves. It is 
usurping the functions of a legislator 
and deserting those of an expounder of 
the law.’’ 

In another case, Justice Marshall 
wrote, ‘‘to say that the intention of the 
instrument must prevail; that this in-
tention must be collected from its 
words; that its words to be understood 
in that sense in which they are gen-
erally used by those for whom the in-
strument was intended; that its provi-
sions are neither to be restricted into 
insignificance, nor extended to objects 
not comprehended in them, nor con-
templated by its framers; is to repeat 
what has already been said more at 
large and is all that can be necessary.’’ 

Thus, the Constitution endeavors to 
draw the broad strokes of principle and 
dimension, not to articulate each and 
every iota of detail which may arise 
from the entire future of American his-
tory. In McCulloch versus Maryland, 
Chief Justice Marshall tells us, ‘‘A con-
stitution, to contain an accurate detail 
of all the subdivisions of which its 
great powers will admit, and of all the 
means by which they may be carried 
into execution, would partake of the 
prolixity of a legal code, and can 
scarcely be embraced by the human 
mind. It would, probably, never be un-
derstood by the public. Its nature 
therefore requires that only its great 
outlines should be marked, its impor-
tant objects designated, and the minor 
ingredients which compose those limits 
be deduced from the nature ate of the 
objects themselves. 

‘‘That this idea was entertained by 
the Framers of the American Constitu-
tion is not only to be inferred from the 
nature of the instrument, but from the 
language. Why else were some of the 
limitations found in the ninth section 
of the first article introduced? 

‘‘It is also, in some degree, warranted 
by their having omitted to use any re-
strictive term which might prevent its 
receiving a fair and just interpretation. 
In considering this question, then, we 
must never forget that it is a Constitu-
tion we are expounding.’’ 

In the Dartmouth College case, Mar-
shall explained that, ‘‘although a par-
ticular and rare case may not in itself 
be of sufficient magnitude to induce a 
rule, yet it must be governed by the 
rule when established unless some 
plain and strong reason for excluding it 
can be given. It is not enough to say 
that this particular case was not the 
mind of the convention when the arti-
cle was framed, nor the American peo-
ple when it was adopted. The case, 
being within the words of the rule, 
must be within its operation likewise.’’ 

In contrast to those who believe that 
the Constitution is nothing but a set of 
policies which enjoy popular accept-
ance at the time of ratification, fol-

lowed by judicial interpretation in 
light of the conditions and opinions of 
later years, I would agree with the es-
teemed judge and scholar, Michael 
McConnell, who has written that, ‘‘con-
stitutional language is an embodiment 
of legal principles; it is necessary to 
understand those principles in order to 
understand the Constitution.’’ It would 
be most unwise to separate and detach 
all interpretive ties to the text and 
context of the actual document as well 
as to the structure and concepts with it 
because, Madam Speaker, once that is 
done, we now would be playing a deduc-
tive game of polling and power based 
on the momentary whims of the people 
and the magnified moods of mis-
sionary-minded judges. 

Constitutional jurisprudence must be 
more than the inevitable byproduct of 
different political and social milieus. 
In the traditional enterprise of con-
stitutional law, the meaning of the 
Constitution is seen to be a legitimate 
question for historical interpretive in-
quiry. I would argue this should not 
change. 

Madam Speaker, our Declaration and 
Constitution are worth celebrating 
here tonight because of the unique 
framework they give us to govern our-
selves to prosper by offering ourselves 
economically, socially, and societally 
according to the rule of law and to at-
tempt to discern the common good. It 
also allows individual citizens and 
communities the capacity and volition 
to decide for themselves whether to 
shrink from or rise to doing their duty 
as citizens and individuals, since repub-
licanism empowers the people. 

So this is our challenge. As de 
Tocqueville said, ‘‘in Democratic times 
especially, the true friends of freedom 
and human greatness must be on guard 
because an inordinate amount of indi-
vidualism can lead to self-seclusion, 
fear, and temerity. 

b 1930 

But it doesn’t have to be this way. As 
Harvey Mansfield has reminded us, our 
constitutional system allows for demo-
cratic greatness to appear in individ-
uals with extraordinary knowledge, vi-
sion and ability, but such individuals 
are always constrained by constitu-
tional boundaries. 

More importantly, since our system 
recognizes the fallibility of our human 
nature, it does not depend on honor and 
virtue being constantly present in the 
executive or in positions of legislative 
or judicial leadership. Thankfully, our 
constitutional system allows for ideas 
and societal passions to be filtered 
through the vortex of time, trans-
parency and deliberation. 

As Federalist No. 10 says, ‘‘As long as 
the reason of man continues fallible 
and he is at liberty to exercise it, dif-
ferent opinions will be formed. As long 
as the connection subsists between his 
reason and his self-love, his opinions 
and his passions will have a reciprocal 
influence on each other and the former 
will be objects to which the latter will 
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attach themselves. The diversity in the 
faculties of men from which the rights 
of property originate is not less an in-
superable obstacle to the uniformity of 
interests. The protection of these fac-
ulties is the first object of government. 
From the protection of different and 
unequal faculties of acquiring prop-
erty, the possession of different degrees 
and kinds of property immediately re-
sults; and from the influence of these 
on the sentiments and views of the re-
spective proprietors ensues a division 
of the society into different interests 
and parties.’’ 

And then he says something very in-
teresting. ‘‘The latent causes of faction 
are thus sown in the nature of man; 
and we see them everywhere brought 
into different degrees of activity ac-
cording to the different circumstances 
of civil society. It is in vain to say that 
enlightened statesmen will be able to 
adjust these clashing interests and 
render them all subservient to the pub-
lic good. Enlightened statesmen will 
not always be at the helm. Nor, in 
many cases can such an adjustment be 
made at all without taking into view 
indirect and remote considerations, 
which will rarely prevail over the im-
mediate interests which one party may 
find in disregarding the rights of an-
other or the good of the whole.’’ 

So, Madam Speaker, given the poten-
tial for evil intrinsic within human na-
ture, our framers were wise not to give 
man too much credit, but not so pessi-
mistic as to regulate themselves to fa-
talistic hopelessness. 

Our system of checks, balances and 
federalism allows for the refining and 
enlarging of public views. As Madison 
writes in Federalist 55, ‘‘As there is a 
degree of depravity in mankind which 
requires a certain degree of cir-
cumspection and distrust, so there are 
other qualities in human nature which 
justify a certain portion of esteem and 
confidence. Republican government 
presupposes the existence of these 
qualities in a higher degree than any 
other form. Were the pictures which 
have been drawn by the political jeal-
ousy of some among us faithful 
likenesses of the human character, the 
inference would be that there is not 
sufficient virtue among men for self- 
government; and that nothing less 
than the chains of despotism can re-
strain them from destroying and de-
vouring one another.’’ 

Madam Speaker, the history of the 
past 220 years teaches us that we do 
not need the chains of despotism to re-
strain ourselves from self-mutilation. 
Our Constitution has served and con-
tinues to serve us well in times of in-
tense societal debate and in times of 
relative calm. 

Herman Belz has written that ‘‘the 
framers intended the Constitution as a 
permanent instrument of government 
for the American people and that in-
strument has proven to be quite re-
markable.’’ 

Several years ago, a former Associate 
Justice of our Supreme Court said that 

‘‘the Union survived the Civil War, the 
Constitution did not. In its place arose 
a new, more promising basis for justice 
and equality, the 14th amendment.’’ 

I would humbly disagree with that 
assessment. The Constitution is the 
Constitution because of its 
amendability, whereby it allowed for 
just such a development as the 14th 
amendment to take place, fulfilling its 
original purpose, that is, to devise a 
system of government presupposing the 
equality of persons under the law. 

One current Justice has recently said 
that ‘‘the Constitution evolves and 
should reflect changes in society; that 
going back to what was meant origi-
nally when they wrote, for instance, 
‘We the People’ makes little sense.’’ 

I disagree. It does make sense. ‘‘We 
the People’’ did institute this govern-
ment, or else under what court and 
government does the Justice now 
serve, since this government is the one 
constituted in 1789 and in continuation 
to this day? Thankfully, we, unlike any 
other government then established on 
earth, set up a constitutional frame-
work that allowed for changes to be 
made according to the orderly delibera-
tion of society through representation 
and the legitimacy of the legislative 
process. 

Let us not forget, as Akhil Amar has 
said, that ‘‘the framers themselves also 
were, after all, revolutionaries who 
risked their lives, their fortunes, and 
their sacred honor to replace an Old 
World monarchy with a New World 
order unprecedented in its commit-
ment to popular self-government. 
Later generations of reformers repeat-
edly amended the Constitution so as to 
extend its liberal foundations, dramati-
cally expanding liberty and equality.’’ 

Thankfully, throughout our history 
we have had leaders and statesmen who 
were committed to constitutionalism 
and not to power and might. After all, 
as Lincoln said in his first inaugural, 
‘‘If, by the mere force of numbers, a 
majority should deprive a minority of 
any clearly written constitutional 
right, it might, in a moral point of 
view, justify revolution.’’ 

As Federalist 71 stated, ‘‘The Repub-
lican principle demands that the delib-
erate sense of the community should 
govern the conduct of those to whom 
they entrust the management of their 
affairs, but it does not require an un-
qualified complacence to every sudden 
breeze of passion or to every transient 
impulse which the people may re-
ceive.’’ 

Madam Speaker, none of us has the 
right to oppress minorities, let majori-
ties rule tyrannically or turn the Con-
stitution into a grab bag of personal 
policy preferences and arbitrary power 
grabs. We all have a responsibility to 
study the Constitution and attempt to 
humbly delineate the contours of con-
fluence between constitutional prin-
ciple and our contemporary realities to 
which it has applied. 

Each of us has a duty to do this. 
After all, each member of the three 

representative branches takes an oath 
to ‘‘support and defend,’’ or to ‘‘pre-
serve, protect and defend’’ the Con-
stitution of the United States. We 
must take those oaths seriously. We 
must take the 9th amendment seri-
ously, which states, ‘‘The enumeration 
of the Constitution, of certain rights, 
shall not be construed to deny or dis-
parage others retained by the people.’’ 

We must take the 10th amendment 
seriously, which states, ‘‘The powers 
not delegated to the United States by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it 
to the States, are reserved to the 
States respectively, or to the people.’’ 

These are important clauses and 
should not be forgotten, lest we forget 
the accumulation instead of the disper-
sion of power is the very reason we 
sought our independence, unless we as-
sume self-government is free, easy, and 
passively perpetual. 

And in this regard, I would refer to 
Alexander Hamilton’s words in the 
Federalist Papers No. 78, where he de-
scribed his vision of the judiciary as 
one of the three major branches. And 
these are his words: ‘‘Whoever atten-
tively considers the different depart-
ments of power,’’ they referred to the 
branches as ‘‘departments,’’ ‘‘whoever 
attentively considers the different de-
partments of power, must perceive that 
in a government in which they are sep-
arated from each other the judiciary, 
from the nature of its functions, will 
always be the least dangerous to the 
political rights of the Constitution.’’ 

He goes on to say, ‘‘It proves incon-
testably that the judiciary is beyond 
comparison the weakest of the three 
departments of power, that it can 
never attack with success either of the 
other two, and that all possible care is 
requisite to enable it to defend itself 
against attack.’’ 

But then he goes on to make an in-
teresting point that is often lost. He 
says, ‘‘As liberty can have nothing to 
fear from the judiciary alone, but 
would have everything to fear from its 
union with either of the other depart-
ments.’’ 

What he is saying in current 
vernacular is that if the judiciary ever 
trespasses on the proper powers of the 
other two branches, it will become the 
most dangerous. He is suggesting that 
in the area of the activity of the demo-
cratic branches of government, that is 
those who are elected by the people and 
most readily subject to their action, 
the executive, and particularly the leg-
islative, that if any of their power is 
encumbered, encroached, trespassed 
upon or poached by the judiciary, it 
would become, rather than the weak-
est, the most dangerous branch of gov-
ernment. 

That is why I would suggest that we 
ought to look at the words of Chief 
Justice Roberts when he was up for his 
confirmation hearings in the Senate. 
When asked what his philosophy was, 
among other things he said, ‘‘One of ju-
dicial modesty.’’ I have often used the 
word ‘‘judicial humility,’’ and what I 
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mean by that is a recognition of the 
limitations of the expanse of their 
power. 

Judge Andrew Kleinfeld of the Ninth 
Circuit Court of Appeals in his dissent 
in Compassion in Dying v. State of 
Washington case in 1996 said these 
words: ‘‘That a question is important 
does not imply that it is constitu-
tional. The Founding Fathers did not 
establish the United States as a demo-
cratic republic so that elected officials 
would decide trivia while all great 
questions would be decided by the judi-
ciary. That an issue is important does 
not mean that the people through their 
democratically elected representatives 
do not have the power to decide it. One 
might suppose that the general rule in 
a democratic republic would be the op-
posite, with a few exceptions.’’ 

One of the proper understandings of 
the Constitution, Madam Speaker, is 
that there are limitations for all three 
branches of government, including the 
judiciary, and that the judiciary, if it 
makes a mistake of reaching beyond 
what its role ought to be, destroys the 
intrinsic value and purpose of the other 
two. 

To put it another way, Justice Scalia 
said a number of years ago in a speech, 
he said when he was a kid growing up 
and you saw something that you didn’t 
like or you thought that was wrong, 
your response was there ought to be a 
law. But he says, today if you see 
something you don’t like or something 
you think is wrong, your response is, it 
is unconstitutional. 

Now, those are just a few words 
changed in your response. Your emo-
tional response to the situation is the 
same, maybe even your intellectual re-
sponse to the substance is the same, 
but your response in terms of the man-
ner by which you address the problem 
is so different that it radically changes 
the substance as well as the environ-
ment. 

What do I mean by that? When an 
issue is determined to be constitu-
tional, it becomes ultimately the final 
decisionmaking arena of the courts. It 
is taken out of the hands of the demo-
cratic branches, because the demo-
cratic branches cannot, unless they 
enact a formal amendment to the Con-
stitution, cannot do anything to over-
turn that decision by the court. 

So if we define every important issue 
as a constitutional issue, we are ren-
dering impotent to a degree both the 
executive, but, more importantly in 
my judgment, Madam Speaker, the leg-
islative branch, and particularly the 
House of Representatives. 

b 1945 

So as we should understand the reach 
and limits of our branch, as the execu-
tive branch should understand the 
reach and limitations of their branch, 
so ought the judicial branch. 

Madam Speaker, today, because of 
the Declaration and the Constitution, 
we do not live under the perverted po-
litical thumb of the divine right of 

kings, under the specter of religious 
persecution and bloody religious wars, 
under monarchy, or feudalism. For 
that we are thankful. 

We are not a blood and soil Nation. 
We are a propositional Nation, com-
mitted to the equal natural rights of 
all citizens to life, to liberty, to the 
pursuit of happiness, not to the imme-
diate satisfaction of momentary appe-
tites. We are a Constitutional system 
in a multifaceted society that guards 
against the twin evils that may be 
found in popular democratic govern-
ment: Majority tyranny on the one 
hand, and demagoguery on the other. 
Our mediating institutions, whether 
they are families, whether they are 
churches, and our voluntary associa-
tions are so important because they 
temper our unrestrained passions. 

Madam Speaker, the Declaration and 
Constitution can edify and teach Amer-
icans about our history as a people. 
Ours is a history that includes millions 
of honorable citizens and numerous 
men and women of extraordinary con-
tribution: 

Men like Roger Sherman, who was 
one of only two men who signed the 
Declaration, the Articles of Confed-
eration, and the Constitution. He was a 
delegate to the first and second Conti-
nental Congresses. He was a member of 
the five-man committee formed to 
draft the Declaration of Independence, 
and a member of the Committee of 
Thirteen formed to comprise the Arti-
cles of Confederation. At the Constitu-
tional Convention in 1787, he actually 
delivered more speeches than all but 
three others. He was instrumental in 
the Great Compromise, was a Member 
of the first U.S. House of Representa-
tives, later served in the Senate, where 
he played important roles in the debate 
over the Bill of Rights and the national 
bank. 

Or men like John Dickinson, a Quak-
er from Delaware and Pennsylvania 
who served both States as the elected 
chief executive. Dickinson wrote the 
instrumental Letters From a Farmer 
in Pennsylvania, which circulated in 
1767 and 1768; was a delegate to the 
Stamp Act Congress in October of 1765, 
where he drafted the Declaration of 
Rights and Grievances. A member of 
the first and second Continental Con-
gresses, Dickinson was a principal 
draftsman of the Declaration of the 
Causes and Necessity of Taking Up 
Arms issued in July 1775, and one of 
Delaware’s delegates to the Constitu-
tional Convention of 1787. 

Or, finally, men like James Wilson, 
who made more speeches than anyone 
at the Constitutional Convention, than 
Governor Morris, served on the Su-
preme Court and articulated so elo-
quently the principles of natural rights 
our Declaration and Constitution were 
meant to protect. 

Madam Speaker, a few years ago, the 
esteemed historian Bernard Bailyn 
wrote a short series of essays which he 
entitled To Begin the World Anew. 
Taking his title from the hopes and 

pens of Thomas Paine, in this splendid 
and fascinating collection of essays he 
explained how the Founders, including 
those just like the ones I mentioned, 
were provincial, they were isolated, 
they were unaristocratic; yet their per-
severance, imagination, and vision 
were not inhibited, leading to what 
Carol Berkin has called, ‘‘A brilliant 
solution: Our Constitution.’’ Indeed, it 
was and is. 

Several years ago, it was written 
that, ‘‘At the dawn of a new millen-
nium, constitutional law is at risk of 
losing touch with the Constitution 
itself. A dense doctrinal grid threatens 
to obscure the document with gen-
erally unfortunate consequences. The 
Constitution is wiser than the Court. 
The document will outlast many of to-
day’s doctrines, and it provides a stable 
fulcrum from which to criticize some 
of the Court’s less admirable adven-
tures.’’ 

Let this always be the case. For as 
John Ely has written, ‘‘Though the 
identification of a constitutional con-
nection is only the beginning of anal-
ysis, it is a necessary beginning. The 
Court is under an obligation to trace 
its premises to the charter from which 
it derived its authority. It should do 
this for many reasons, none other than 
the fact that what the American people 
have said and done in the Constitution 
is often more edifying, inspiring, and 
sensible than what the justices have 
said and done in the case law.’’ 

Madam Speaker, today our Declara-
tion and Constitution should be cele-
brated, not as mere icons or cultural 
symbols that immature societies need 
to give them cultural and simplistic 
cohesion. No, the Declaration and the 
Constitution should be celebrated for 
what they really are, demarcations of 
our commitments as a people to as 
wise a system as possible, given our 
human fallibility of government here 
on Earth. 

I happen to agree with a current 
Member of the Senate who said, ‘‘I 
have a deep-seated belief that America 
is unique, strong and great, because of 
a commitment to personal freedom, in 
our economic system and our politics. 
We are a free people who consented to 
be governed, not vice versa.’’ 

I would also agree with the aspira-
tion of Justice John Marshall Harlan, 
who wrote, ‘‘In the view of the Con-
stitution, in the eye of the law, there is 
in this country no superior, dominant, 
ruling class of citizens. There is no 
caste here. Our Constitution is color-
blind, and neither knows nor tolerates 
classes among citizens. In respect of 
civil rights, all citizens are equal be-
fore the law. The humblest is the peer 
of the most powerful. The law regards 
man as man and takes no account of 
his surroundings or of his color when 
his civil rights as guaranteed by the 
supreme law of the land are involved.’’ 

Madam Speaker, 1776 was not a year 
free of bloodshed and hardship. It was 
anything but. We are now over 22 dec-
ades removed from those events, 22 dec-
ades which have seen our great country 
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grow, prosper, suffer, mourn, rejoice, 
exalt, and contemplate while our lives 
and the lives around us were changed 
by technological, political, inter-
national, and societal change. 

We today honor those who sacrificed 
on the fields and hills of Lexington, 
Concord, Breed’s Hill, Princeton, Sara-
toga, and Yorktown. We honor all 
those who sweated, debated, argued, 
thought, reasoned, wrote, and ratified 
the document by which we all do our 
collective best and our collective busi-
ness here in Congress, in the White 
House, in the Supreme Court, and in 
this great country and society full of 
families, communities, localities, coun-
ties, and States. 

So let our twin pillars always guide, 
always steer, and always stay firm, 
tall, and strong as we continue to hum-
bly exist as one of the many on this 
earth, yet one incomparable as to the 
rest. The Declaration and the Constitu-
tion, let us always declare, and let us 
continue to constitute our experiment 
in republican self-government in such a 
way that we pay due deference to those 
who have come before, and make proud 
those who will come after. 

Happy birthday, United States of 
America. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BOSWELL (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for July 9 and today. 

Mr. CONYERS (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today after 2 p.m. 

Mr. HILL (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today on account of family 
emergency. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN (at the request of 
Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account of a 
family funeral. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. KUCINICH) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. SKELTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. CAPPS, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. DUNCAN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, July 17. 
Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, July 17. 
Mr. KIRK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MYRICK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CALVERT, for 5 minutes, July 14, 

15 and 16. 

Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCHENRY, for 5 minutes, today, 

July 14, 15, 16 and 17. 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia, for 5 minutes, 

today. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 6331. An act to amend titles 
XVII and XIX of the Social Security 
Act to extend expiring provisions under 
the Medicare Program, to improve ben-
eficiary access to preventive and men-
tal health services to enhance low-in-
come benefit programs, and to main-
tain access to care in rural areas, in-
cluding pharmacy access, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 52 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, July 14, 
2008, at 12:30 p.m., for morning-hour de-
bate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

7437. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the 
approved retirement of Major General James 
R. Helmly, United States Army Reserve, and 
his advancement to the grade of lieutenant 
general on the retired list; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

7438. A letter from the Acting General 
Counsel, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting a copy of legislative proposals as part of 
the National Defense Authorization Bill for 
Fiscal Year 2009; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

7439. A letter from the Under Secretary for 
Acquisitions, Technology and Logistics, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s report on the progress toward 
compliance with destruction of the U.S. 
stockpile of lethal chemical agents and mu-
nitions by the extended Chemical Weapons 
Convention (CWC) deadline of April 29, 2012 
and not later than December 31, 2017, pursu-
ant to Public Law 110-181, section 922; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

7440. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
the Department’s annual report for FY 2007 
prepared in accordance with Section 203 of 
the Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act), Public Law 107-174; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

7441. A letter from the Director, Congres-
sional Affairs, Federal Election Commission, 
transmitting a copy of the semiannual re-
port on activities of the Inspector General 
for the period October 1, 2007 through March 

31, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. 
Act), section 5(b); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

7442. A letter from the Executive Vice 
President, Financial Information Group, 
Federal Home Loan Bank of Chicago, trans-
mitting the 2007 management report and 
statements on system of internal controls of 
the Federal Home Loan Bank of Chicago, 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

7443. A letter from the Senior Vice Presi-
dent and Chief Accounting Officer, Federal 
Home Loan Bank of Dallas, transmitting the 
2007 management report of the Federal Home 
Loan Bank of Dallas, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
9106; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

7444. A letter from the President and Chief 
Executive Officer, Federal Home Loan Bank 
of Indianapolis, transmitting the 2007 State-
ments on System of Internal Controls of the 
Federal Home Loan Bank of Indianapolis, 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

7445. A letter from the Senior Vice Presi-
dent & Chief Financial Officer, Federal Home 
Loan Bank of New York, transmitting the 
2007 management report of the Federal Home 
Loan Bank of New York, pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

7446. A letter from the President and Chief 
Executive Officer, Federal Home Loan Bank 
of Pittsburgh, transmitting the 2007 State-
ments on System of Internal Controls of the 
Federal Home Loan Bank of Pittsburgh, pur-
suant to 31 U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

7447. A letter from the President and Chief 
Executive Officer, Federal Home Loan Bank 
of Topeka, transmitting the 2007 Statements 
on System of Internal Controls of the Fed-
eral Home Loan Bank of Topeka, pursuant to 
31 U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

7448. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Federal Maritime Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s report on new proposed 
systems of records subject to the Privacy 
Act, pursuant to Office of Management and 
Budget Circular No. A-130; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

7449. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s Federal Activities Inventory Reform 
(FAIR) Act Inventory Summary as of June 
30, 2007; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

7450. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 737-600, -700, -700C, 
-800 and -900 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
FAA-2007-28355; Directorate Identifier 2007- 
NM-062-AD; Amendment 39-15495; AD 2008-09- 
14] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7451. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 737-100, -200, -300, 
-400, and -500 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
FAA-2007-0046; Directorate Identifier 2007- 
NM-173-AD; Amendment 39-15496; AD 2008-09- 
15] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7452. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 737-300, -400, and 
-500 Series Airplanes [Docket No. FAA-2007- 
29043; Directorate Identifier 2007-NM-177-AD; 
Amendment 39-15494; AD 2008-09-13] (RIN: 
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2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7453. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 777-200, -300, and 
-300ER Series Airplanes [Docket No. FAA- 
2007-28664; Directorate Identifier 2007-NM-007- 
AD; Amendment 39-15492; AD 2008-09-11] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7454. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Taylorcraft, Inc. Models A, B, 
and F Series Airplanes [Docket No. FAA- 
2008-0177; Directorate Identifier 2007-CE-093- 
AD; Amendment 39-15499; AD 2008-09-18] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7455. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Bombardier Model DHC-8-102, 
DHC-8-103, DHC-8-106, DHC-8-201, DHC-8-202, 
DHC-8-301, DHC-8-311, and DHC-8-315 Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2008-0266; Direc-
torate Identifier 2008-NM-013-AD; Amend-
ment 39-15506; AD 2008-09-25] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7456. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Bombardier Model CL-600-2C10 
(Regional Jet Series 700, 701 & 702), CL-600- 
2D15 (Regional Jet Series 705), and CL-600- 
2D24 (Regional Jet Series 900) Airplanes 
[Docket No. FAA-2008-0268; Directorate Iden-
tifier 2008-NM-050-AD; Amendment 39-15504; 
AD 2008-09-23] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 
8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

7457. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Przedsiebiorstwo Doswiadczalno- 
Produkcyjne Syzbownictwa ‘‘PZL-Bielsko’’ 
Model SZD-50-3 ‘‘Puchacz’’ Gliders [Docket 
No. FAA-2008-0216; Directorate Identifier 
2008-CE-004-AD; Amendment 39-15489; AD 
2008-09-08] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 8, 
2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

7458. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Agusta S.p.A. Model A109A, 
A109A II, and A109C Helicopters [Docket No. 
FAA-2008-0431; Directorate Identifier 2008- 
SW-08-AD; Amendment 39-15483; AD 2008-09- 
03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7459. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Air Tractor, Inc. Models AT-300, 
AT-301, AT-302, AT-400, and AT-400A Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2008-0476; Direc-
torate Identifier 2008-CE-018-AD; Amendment 
39-15491; AD 2008-09-10] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7460. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; DORNIER LUFTFAHRT GmbH 
Models 228-200, 228-201, 228-202, 228-212 Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2008-0249; Direc-

torate Identifier 2008-CE-012-AD; Amendment 
39-15490; AD 2008-09-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7461. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Saab Model SAAB-Fairchild 
SF340A (SAAB/SF340A) and SAAB 340B Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2007-29248; Direc-
torate Identifier 2007-NM-155-AD; Amend-
ment 39-15487; AD 2008-09-06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7462. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 757 Airplanes and 
Model 767-200, 767-300, and 767-300F Series 
Airplanes [Docket No. FAA-2008-0411; Direc-
torate Identifier 2008-NM-061-AD; Amend-
ment 39-15488; AD 2008-09-07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7463. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Bombardier Model CL-600-2B19 
(Regional Jet Series 100 & 440) Airplanes 
[Docket No. FAA-2008-0262; Directorate Iden-
tifier 2008-NM-021-AD; Amendment 39-15493; 
AD 2008-09-12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 
8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

7464. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Eurocopter France Model EC120B 
Helicopters [Docket No. FAA-2008-0489; Di-
rectorate Identifier 2007-SW-59-AD; Amend-
ment 39-15507; AD 2008-10-01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7465. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Bell Helicopter Textron Model 
204B, 205A, 205A-1, 205B, 210, 212, 412, 412CF, 
and 412EP Helicopters [Docket No. FAA-2008- 
0490; Directorate Identifier 2008-SW-26-AD; 
Amendment 39-15509; AD 2008-10-03] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7466. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Construcciones Aeronauticas, 
S.A. (CASA), Model CN-235, CN-235-100, CN- 
235-200, CN-235-300, and C-295 Airplanes 
[Docket No. FAA-2007-0048; Directorate Iden-
tifier 2007-NM-181-AD; Amendment 39-155503; 
AD 2008-09-22] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 
8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

7467. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Dassault Model Falcon 2000 Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2008-0116; Direc-
torate Identifier 2007-NM-257-AD; Amend-
ment 39-15474; AD 2008-08-20] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7468. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Kelly Aerospace Power Systems 
Turbochargers [Docket No. FAA-2008-0314; 
Directorate Identifier 2008-NE-09-AD; 
Amendment 39-15471; AD 2008-08-17] (RIN: 

2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7469. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Empresa Brasileira de 
Aeronautica S.A. (EMBRAER) Model ERJ 
170 Airplanes and Model ERJ 190 Airplanes 
[Docket No. FAA-2008-0119; Directorate Iden-
tifier 2007-NM-304-AD; Amendment 39-15475; 
AD 2008-08-21] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 
8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

7470. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 737-600, -700, -700C, 
-800, and -900 Series Airplanes. [Docket No. 
FAA-2007-0049; Directorate Identifier 2007- 
NM-168-AD; Amendment 39-15478; AD 2008-08- 
24] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7471. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; DORNIER LUFTFAHRT GmbH 
Models 228-100, 228-101, 228-200, 228-201, 228-202, 
and 228-212 Airplanes [Docket No. FAA-2008- 
0197 Directorate Identifier 2008-CE-005-AD; 
Amendment 39-15467; AD 2008-08-15] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7472. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 737-600, -700, -700C, 
-800, and -900 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
FAA-2007-29116; Directorate Identifier 2007- 
NM-064-AD; Amendment 39-15476; AD 2008-08- 
22] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7473. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 747-400 Series Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2008-0410; Direc-
torate Identifier 2007-NM-362-AD; Amend-
ment 39-15485; AD 2006-12-10 R1] (RIN: 2120- 
AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7474. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Turbomeca Makila 1A and 1A1 
Turboshaft Engines [Docket No. FAA-2007- 
0157; Directorate Identifier 2001-NE-23-AD; 
Amendment 39-15469; AD 2008-08-16] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7475. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; MD Helicopters, Inc. Model 
MD900 Series Helicopters [Docket No. FAA- 
2006-25983; Directorate Identifier 2006-SW-11- 
AD; Amendment 39-15463; AD 2008-08-11] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7476. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Thielert Aircraft Engines GmbH 
(TAE) Model 125-02-99 Engines [Docket No. 
FAA-2008-0304; Directorate Identifier 2008- 
NE-08-AD; Amendment 39-15470; AD 2008-06- 
52] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 
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7477. A letter from the Program Analyst, 

Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Alpha Aviation Design Limited 
(Type Certificate No. A48EU previously held 
by APEX Aircraft and AVIONS PIERRE 
ROBIN) Model R2160 Airplanes [Docket No. 
FAA-2006-26490; Directorate Identifier 2006- 
CE-075-AD; Amendment 39-15481; AD 2008-09- 
01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7478. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 747 Airplanes 
[Docket No. FAA-2007-29065; Directorate 
Identifier 2007-NM-142-AD; Amendment 39- 
15486; AD 2008-09-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

7479. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; APEX Aircraft Model CAP 10 B 
Airplanes [Docket No. FAA-2008-0196; Direc-
torate Identifier 2008-CE-002-AD; Amendment 
39-15482; AD 2008-09-02] (RIN: RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7480. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 747-400F and -400 
Series Airplanes [Docket No. FAA-2006-26726; 
Directorate Identifier 2006-NM-205-AD; 
Amendment 39-15479; AD 2008-08-25] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7481. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 737-200C Series Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2007-29029; Direc-
torate Identifier 2007-NM-175-AD; Amend-
ment 39-15477; AD 2008-08-23] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7482. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 767 Airplanes 
[Docket No. FAA-2007-29063; Directorate 
Identifier 2007-NM-049-AD; Amendment 39- 
15480; AD 2008-08-26] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
July 8, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

7483. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Gulfstream Aerospace LP Model 
Gulfstream G150 Airplanes [Docket No. FAA- 
2008-0120; Directorate Identifier 2007-NM-327- 
AD; Amendment 39-15473; AD 2008-08-19] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7484. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Fokker Model F.28 Mark 0070 and 
Mark 0100 Airplanes [Docket No. FAA-2008- 
0117; Directorate Identifier 2007-NM-273-AD; 
Amendment 39-15472; AD 2008-08-18] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received July 8, 2008, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 

for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. REYES: Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence. Supplemental report on H.R. 
5959. A bill to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2009 for intelligence and intel-
ligence-related activities of the United 
States Government, the Community Man-
agement Account, and the Central Intel-
ligence Agency Retirement and Disability 
System, and for other purposes (Rept. 110–665 
Pt. 2). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 3999. A bill to 
amend title 23, United States Code, to im-
prove the safety of Federal-aid highway 
bridges, to strengthen bridge inspection 
standards and processes, to increase invest-
ment in the reconstruction of structurally 
deficient bridges on the National Highway 
System, and for other purposes (Rept. 110– 
750). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: Committee 
on Homeland Security. H.R. 2490. A bill to 
require the Secretary of Homeland Security 
to conduct a pilot program for the mobile bi-
ometric identification in the maritime envi-
ronment of aliens unlawfully attempting to 
enter the United States; with amendments 
(Rept. 110–751). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: Committee 
on Homeland Security. H.R. 6098. A bill to 
amend the Homeland Security Act of 2002 to 
improve the financial assistance provided to 
State, local, and tribal governments for in-
formation sharing activities, and for other 
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 110–752). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. CONYERS: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H.R. 5464. A bill to direct the Attorney 
General to make an annual grant to the A 
Child Is Missing Alert and Recovery Center 
to assist law enforcement agencies in the 
rapid recovery of missing children, and for 
other purposes (Rept. 110–753). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California: Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. H.R. 3036. A 
bill to amend the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 regarding environ-
mental education, and for other purposes; 
with amendments (Rept. 110–754). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself and 
Mr. DOGGETT): 

H.R. 6452. A bill to amend the Trade Act of 
1974 to identify foreign country trade prac-
tices that negatively affect the environment 
and to take actions to address such prac-
tices; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAMBORN (for himself, Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. BISHOP 
of Utah, Mr. LATTA, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee, Ms. 
FOXX, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. MARCHANT, 
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. 
JORDAN, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
FEENEY, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of 
California, Mr. BARTLETT of Mary-
land, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. DOOLITTLE, 
Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
KLINE of Minnesota, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
AKIN, Mr. PITTS, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. 

PICKERING, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
PENCE, and Mr. RENZI): 

H.R. 6453. A bill to amend the General Edu-
cation Provisions Act to prohibit Federal 
education funding for elementary or sec-
ondary schools that provide access to emer-
gency postcoital contraception; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CANNON: 
H.R. 6454. A bill to extend and expand the 

E-verify program for employment eligibility 
confirmation, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committees on Education and Labor, 
Science and Technology, and Homeland Se-
curity, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas (for 
herself and Mr. CULBERSON): 

H.R. 6455. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the 50th anniversary of the establish-
ment of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. 

By Mr. BERMAN (for himself and Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 6456. A bill to provide for extensions 
of certain authorities of the Department of 
State, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FILNER: 
H.R. 6457. A bill to amend titles II and XVI 

of the Social Security Act to provide for eq-
uitable treatment of disability beneficiaries 
with waxing and waning medical conditions 
by establishing, through the implementation 
of a sliding scale of benefits based on in-
come, a system under which higher incomes 
result in lower benefits and lower incomes 
result in higher benefits, and work is 
incentivized by allowing greater total 
monthly income when working than could be 
provided by work or benefits alone; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. SPEIER: 
H.R. 6458. A bill to establish a national 

maximum speed limit of 60 miles per hour on 
highways, and 65 miles per hour on portions 
of the National Highway System located out-
side of an urbanized area; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. FATTAH (for himself and Mr. 
SOUDER): 

H.R. 6459. A bill to establish an adoption 
process improvement pilot program; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. EHLERS (for himself and Mr. 
OBERSTAR): 

H.R. 6460. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to provide for 
the remediation of sediment contamination 
in areas of concern, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ALTMIRE (for himself, Mr. 
PLATTS, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio): 

H.R. 6461. A bill to assist volunteer fire 
companies in coping with the precipitous 
rise in fuel prices; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. CARDOZA: 
H.R. 6462. A bill to require the Bureau of 

Prisons to provide stab-resistant personal 
body armor to all correctional officers of the 
Bureau, and to require such officers to wear 
such armor while on duty; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BACHMANN (for herself, Mrs. 
SCHMIDT, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. 
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LAMBORN, Mr. PITTS, Mr. DOOLITTLE, 
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. AKIN, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. LATTA, and Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana): 

H.R. 6463. A bill to terminate or provide for 
suspension of the application of Federal laws 
that restrict exploration, development, or 
production of oil, gas, or oil shale, to facili-
tate the construction of new crude oil refin-
eries, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa (for himself 
and Mr. LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 6464. A bill to make certain amend-
ments to the loan and loan guarantee pro-
gram under section 502 of the Railroad Revi-
talization and Regulatory Reform Act of 
1976; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida: 

H.R. 6465. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend the demonstration 
project on adjustable rate mortgages and the 
demonstration project on hybrid adjustable 
rate mortgages; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. CAZAYOUX (for himself, Mr. 
MELANCON, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mr. 
JEFFERSON): 

H.R. 6466. A bill to apply an alternative 
payment amount under the Medicare Pro-
gram for certain graduate medical education 
programs established to train residents dis-
placed by natural disasters; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. COSTELLO: 
H.R. 6467. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Agriculture to terminate certain ease-
ments held by the Secretary on land owned 
by the Village of Caseyville, Illinois, and to 
terminate associated contractual arrange-
ments with the Village; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CUELLAR: 
H.R. 6468. A bill to disqualify any indi-

vidual who engages in or is convicted of 
human smuggling from operating a commer-
cial motor vehicle or holding a commercial 
driver’s license and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Ms. DEGETTE (for herself, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. CAMP of Michigan, Mr. 
CLAY, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. BOU-
CHER, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. 
WU, and Mr. REYES): 

H.R. 6469. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to authorize increased 
Federal funding for the Organ Procurement 
and Transplantation Network; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGELL: 
H.R. 6470. A bill to provide for the designa-

tion of certain sites in Monroe County and 
Wayne County, Michigan, relating to the 
Battles of the River Raisin during the War of 
1812 as a unit of the National Park System; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. FILNER: 
H.R. 6471. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to expand the availability of 
health care provided by the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs by adjusting the income level 
for certain priority veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. FLAKE: 
H.R. 6472. A bill to rescind certain earmark 

projects under SAFETEA-LU for the purpose 
of eliminating the shortfall in the Highway 
Trust Fund, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. HODES (for himself, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. KANJORSKI, 
Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. SESTAK, 
Mr. DELAHUNT, and Mr. WELCH of 
Vermont): 

H.R. 6473. A bill to amend the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act to modify the con-
ditions for the release of products from the 
Northeast Home Heating Oil Reserve Ac-
count, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California 
(for herself and Mr. WAMP): 

H.R. 6474. A bill to authorize the Chief Ad-
ministrative Officer of the House of Rep-
resentatives to carry out a series of dem-
onstration projects to promote the use of in-
novative technologies in reducing energy 
consumption and promoting energy effi-
ciency and cost savings in the House of Rep-
resentatives; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration. 

By Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California 
(for herself and Mr. DANIEL E. LUN-
GREN of California): 

H.R. 6475. A bill to establish the Daniel 
Webster Congressional Clerkship Program; 
to the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. ROSKAM (for himself, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, and Mr. MANZULLO): 

H.R. 6476. A bill to designate a rail right- 
of-way as a corridor for inter-suburban com-
muter rail, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (for himself, Mr. 
ELLISON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. DAVIS 
of Illinois, Ms. SUTTON, and Mr. 
HARE): 

H.R. 6477. A bill to repeal a limitation in 
the Labor-Management Relations Act re-
garding requirements for labor organization 
membership as a condition of employment; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Ms. SOLIS (for herself, Mr. BUR-
GESS, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
PRICE of Georgia, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. 
BACA, Mr. FARR, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. KUHL of New York, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. 
TAYLOR, and Mr. MICHAUD): 

H.R. 6478. A bill to improve research, diag-
nosis, and treatment of musculoskeletal dis-
eases, conditions, and injuries, to conduct a 
longitudinal study on aging, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Science and Technology, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. STARK: 
H.R. 6479. A bill to provide for the estab-

lishment of the San Francisco Bay National 
Wildlife Refuge Complex; to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. WATSON (for herself and Mr. 
BERMAN): 

H.R. 6480. A bill to authorize grants for 
nongovernmental organizations that use 

independently produced documentary films 
to promote better understanding of the 
United States abroad and better under-
standing of global perspectives and other 
countries in the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Mr. 
OBERSTAR, Ms. LEE, Ms. WOOLSEY, 
Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. CLARKE, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. HONDA, 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Ms. WATSON, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. JACK-
SON of Illinois, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, Mr. HARE, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, 
Mr. HODES, and Mr. FATTAH): 

H. Res. 1329. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States should accept the Iraqi 
Government’s stated goal of setting a time-
table for withdrawal of United States Armed 
Forces from Iraq; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. SALI (for himself, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mrs. DRAKE, Mr. CHABOT, 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, Mr. DAVID DAVIS 
of Tennessee, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 
Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr. 
GINGREY, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, 
Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. 
SCALISE, Mr. SHULER, Mr. BUYER, and 
Mr. CALVERT): 

H. Res. 1330. A resolution commending the 
recent decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in District of Columbia v. 
Heller for upholding the right of the indi-
vidual to keep and bear arms under the sec-
ond amendment of the Constitution; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SOUDER: 
H. Res. 1331. A resolution providing for the 

consideration of the bill (H.R. 1399) to re-
store Second Amendment rights in the Dis-
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. CARDOZA (for himself, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, and Mr. FATTAH): 

H. Res. 1332. A resolution recognizing the 
importance of connecting foster youth to the 
workforce through internship programs, and 
encouraging employers to increase employ-
ment of former foster youth; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. ARCURI (for himself, Mr. 
WELCH of Vermont, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Ms. MATSUI, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, 
Ms. CASTOR, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. ELLS-
WORTH, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. MARSHALL, 
Mr. BERRY, Mr. DONNELLY, Ms. BEAN, 
Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. 
BOREN, Mr. SIRES, Mr. BARRETT of 
South Carolina, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. SPACE, Mr. 
ROSS, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. SHUSTER, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. WEINER, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. MCNULTY, 
Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. HODES, Mr. 
ROTHMAN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. HARE, Ms. DEGETTE, 
and Mrs. LOWEY): 

H. Res. 1333. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of Tay-Sachs Awareness 
Month; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CHABOT: 
H. Res. 1334. A resolution calling upon the 

Government of China to account for those 
detained during March 2008 protests and to 
recognize the fundamental human rights of 
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all Tibetans, including monks, nuns, and in-
nocent civilians, currently detained by the 
Government of China; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HODES (for himself, Ms. GINNY 
BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Mr. ROGERS 
of Michigan, Mr. FORTUÑO, Mr. 
LATHAM, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
EHLERS, Mr. OLVER, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
PORTER, Mr. REYES, Mr. WHITFIELD of 
Kentucky, Mr. DICKS, Mr. KANJORSKI, 
Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 
CAZAYOUX, Mr. LOBIONDO, and Mr. 
ETHERIDGE): 

H. Res. 1335. A resolution celebrating the 
120-year partnership between the Govern-
ment and State veterans homes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCAUL of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
ana, Mr. CANTOR, and Mr. SHUSTER): 

H. Res. 1336. A resolution encouraging the 
United States Secretary of State to work 
with the Government of Pakistan to secure 
the return to the United States of all Amer-
ican children being educated in madrassas in 
Pakistan; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. DREIER, 
Mr. FATTAH, Ms. TSONGAS, and Mr. 
HINCHEY): 

H. Res. 1337. A resolution condemning the 
decision by the Government of Zimbabwe to 
hold the run-off presidential election on 
June 27, 2008;; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (for himself, Mr. 
PALLONE, and Mr. WELLER): 

H. Res. 1338. A resolution calling on the 
United States Government and the inter-
national community to support a transition 
to sustainable peace in Sri Lanka by encour-
aging an international human rights moni-
toring presence, protecting the work of civil 
society and media, facilitating access of hu-
manitarian operations, and retaining demo-
cratic principles in which rule of law and jus-
tice pervades; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

332. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, 
relative to Senate Concurrent Resolution 
No. 101 memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to allow immediate family to 
visit military personnel on extended deploy-
ment overseas who are in rest and relaxation 
period; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 82: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. 
H.R. 96: Mr. ROTHMAN. 
H.R. 154: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. 
H.R. 211: Ms. GRANGER and Mr. HILL. 
H.R. 219: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 303: Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-

ida. 
H.R. 627: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 676: Mr. CARSON. 
H.R. 699: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. HULSHOF, 

Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. CARTER, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. NUNES, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, and 
Mr. LATOURETTE. 

H.R. 769: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 882: Mr. SALAZAR. 
H.R. 901: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 1078: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mrs. DRAKE. 
H.R. 1185: Mr. HODES and Mr. MEEKS of New 

York. 
H.R. 1293: Mr. BILBRAY. 
H.R. 1363: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 1479: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1527: Mr. HARE and Mr. SALAZAR. 
H.R. 1540: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 1621: Mrs. BIGGERT. 
H.R. 1655: Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 1665: Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 1742: Mr. WITTMAN of Virginia and Mr. 

LATHAM. 
H.R. 1767: Mr COSTELLO and Mr. PICKERING. 
H.R. 1772: Mr. KAGEN. 
H.R. 1810: Mr. PORTER. 
H.R. 1881: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 1884: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. SPRATT, and 

Mr. MELANCON. 
H.R. 1927: Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 2020: Mr. KUHL of New York and Ms. 

ESHOO. 
H.R. 2064: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 2160: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 2169: Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 2205: Mr. SHADEGG and Mr. MARIO 

DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 
H.R. 2214: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 2279: Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. 

HULSHOF, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. TURNER, and 
Ms. FALLIN. 

H.R. 2329: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 
PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
HARE. 

H.R. 2371: Mr. WU. 
H.R. 2493: Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. SMITH of 

Texas, and Ms. FALLIN. 
H.R. 2677: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 2784: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H.R. 2802: Mr. HARE and Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 2923: Mr. SESTAK and Mr. ALTMIRE. 
H.R. 2994: Mr. WALSH of New York, Mr. 

DOGGETT, and Mr. KUHL of New York. 
H.R. 3010: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 3119: Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. 

MOORE of Wisconsin, and Mr. MORAN of Vir-
ginia. 

H.R. 3177: Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 3186: Mr. WU. 
H.R. 3232: Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. HASTINGS of 

Washington, Mr. WAMP, Mr. CRAMER, and Mr. 
CRENSHAW. 

H.R. 3257: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 3289: Mr. MEEKS of New York. 
H.R. 3334: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 3339: Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsyl-

vania. 
H.R. 3402: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 3406: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 3485: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 3618: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 3622: Mr. MICA. 
H.R. 3689: Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. 

BAIRD, Mr. SNYDER, and Mr. SPRATT. 
H.R. 3697: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 3750: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 3834: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. 
H.R. 3914: Mr. SHADEGG. 
H.R. 3932: Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. 
H.R. 3968: Mr. MARSHALL and Mr. SNYDER. 
H.R. 4001: Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 4007: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 4138: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. ARCURI, and 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 4158: Ms. MATSUI and Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 4183: Mr. MICHAUD and Mrs. MALONEY 

of New York. 
H.R. 4188: Mr. ALTMIRE. 
H.R. 4202: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 4218: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 4255: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 4544: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 

NADLER, and Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. 
H.R. 4688: Mr. HARE. 

H.R. 5129: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 5235: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. 

ABERCROMBIE, Mr. REYES, Mr. MOORE of Kan-
sas, Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. TAN-
NER, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. BACA, Mr. 
SHULER, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. TOM DAVIS of 
Virginia, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. MARIO DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. 
LOBIONDO, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. TIM 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, 
Mr. PETRI, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. 
SHUSTER, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. 
THORNBERRY, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. SIMPSON, 
Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. AKIN, Mrs. DRAKE, Mr. 
LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, and Mrs. CUBIN. 

H.R. 5265: Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, and Mr. SPRATT. 

H.R. 5268: Ms. SOLIS, Mr. NEAL of Massa-
chusetts, Mr. PASTOR, and Mr. REYES. 

H.R. 5315: Mr. SKELTON. 
H.R. 5335: Mr. LINDER. 
H.R. 5404: Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 5437: Mr. CAZAYOUX. 
H.R. 5450: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 5484: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 5560: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 5603: Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 5615: Mrs. LOWEY and Ms. GIFFORDS. 
H.R. 5629: Mr. HERGER. 
H.R. 5635: Mrs. DRAKE. 
H.R. 5636: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 5639: Mr. TOWNS, Mr. MCGOVERN, and 

Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 5652: Mr. POE, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. 

TURNER, Mr. FORBES, and Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 5656: Mr. HULSHOF, Mr. BARTLETT of 

Maryland, and Ms. FALLIN. 
H.R. 5672: Mr. HONDA and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 5684: Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 5756: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 5782: Mr. BOUSTANY. 
H.R. 5868: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 5882: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas and Mr. 

WATT. 
H.R. 5892: Mr. HINOJOSA. 
H.R. 5921: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. 
H.R. 5924: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. FILNER, 

and Ms. CASTOR. 
H.R. 5949: Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. ROG-

ERS of Kentucky, Mr. SHAYS, and Mr. GOODE. 
H.R. 5954: Ms. BERKLEY and Mr. HODES. 
H.R. 5989: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 6039: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. 
H.R. 6057: Mr. FARR, Mrs. LOWEY, and Mr. 

BERMAN. 
H.R. 6083: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 6126: Mr. WATT. 
H.R. 6148: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 6159: Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 6180: Mr. CARNAHAN and Mr. KAN-

JORSKI. 
H.R. 6185: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 6201: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 6207: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 6209: Mr. HARE and Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 6210: Mr. HODES. 
H.R. 6214: Mr. PAUL. 
H.R. 6215: Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 6260: Mr. WOLF and Mr. KUHL of New 

York. 
H.R. 6268: Mr. HAYES and Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 6293: Mr. SARBANES, Ms. EDDIE BER-

NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. KENNEDY, and 
Mr. SPRATT. 

H.R. 6294: Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. 

H.R. 6321: Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 6326: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-

fornia, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, and Ms. HIRONO. 

H.R. 6328: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 6339: Mrs. DAVIS of California, Ms. 

ROYBAL-ALLARD, and Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 6366: Mr. BOOZMAN. 
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H.R. 6371: Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 
H.R. 6375: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 6381: Mr. DAVIS of Alabama and Mr. 

LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 
H.R. 6394: Mr. BISHOP of New York and Mr. 

BILBRAY. 
H.R. 6407: Mr. WALSH of New York. 
H.R. 6418: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. LATTA, 

and Mr. CHABOT. 
H.R. 6420: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. CAN-

TOR, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. CHABOT, and Mr. 
KUHL of New York. 

H.R. 6427: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 6432: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 6433: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H. J. Res. 93: Mr. PENCE, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
WELCH of Vermont, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, 
and Mr. HINOJOSA. 

H. Con. Res. 24: Mr. CONYERS. 
H. Con. Res. 33: Ms. SPEIER. 
H. Con. Res. 160: Mr. CALVERT. 
H. Con. Res. 214: Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. MOORE 

of Wisconsin, and Mr. OLVER. 
H. Con. Res. 223: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H. Con. Res. 239: Mr. SESTAK. 
H. Con. Res. 244: Mr. MILLER of North Caro-

lina. 
H. Con. Res. 296: Mr. MCCARTHY of Cali-

fornia, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. OBERSTAR, and Mr. 
PORTER. 

H. Con. Res. 333: Mr. COBLE. 
H. Con. Res. 341: Mr. COHEN. 
H. Con. Res. 342: Mr. TIBERI, Mr. BONNER, 

Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts, and Mr. WITTMAN of 
Virginia. 

H. Con. Res. 352: Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr. 
FATTAH, and Mr. LYNCH. 

H. Con. Res. 362: Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. EDWARDS of Texas, Mr. 
RYAN of Wisconsin, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. SALI, 
Mr. CALVERT, and Ms. SPEIER. 

H. Con. Res. 382: Mr. BERMAN. 
H. Con. Res. 386: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H. Res. 870: Mr. MARKEY, Mr. JEFFERSON, 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, 
Mr. KENNEDY, and Mr. KUCINICH. 

H. Res. 988: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD and Mr. 
ARCURI. 

H. Res. 1000: Mr. CARNEY, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. 
FATTAH, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. SHU-
STER, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY 
of Pennsylvania,. Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. SESTAK, Mr. PE-
TERSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. 
PITTS, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
DENT, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. STU-
PAK, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mrs. MCCAR-
THY of New York, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. MURPHY of 
Connecticut, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. 
TANNER, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 
CLYBURN, Mr. WU, Mr. WEINER, and Mr. 
CROWLEY. 

H. Res. 1006: Mr. PASTOR. 
H. Res. 1042: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of 

Florida, Mr. KELLER, Mr. CONAWAY, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. TANNER, Mr. 
BERRY, and Mr. SHADEGG. 

H. Res. 1078: Mr. FATTAH, Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. 
KILPATRICK, and Mr. HONDA. 

H. Res. 1088: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, 
Mr. RAHALL, Ms. WATERS, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 
ACKERMAN, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. WEINER, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. PETRI, 
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. BERMAN, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of 
California, Mr. WATT, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
HARE, Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
HIGGINS, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CLEAVER, 
and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H. Res. 1116: Mr. EHLERS. 

H. Res. 1169: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin and 
Ms. WOOLSEY. 

H. Res. 1202: Mr. STUPAK and Mr. HODES. 
H. Res. 1210: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. 
H. Res. 1227: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Flor-

ida. 
H. Res. 1246: Mr. MITCHELL. 
H. Res. 1254: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 
H. Res. 1266: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. 

CLAY, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. HOLDEN, and Mr. 
TOWNS. 

H. Res. 1273: Mr. PETRI. 
H. Res. 1287: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, 
and Mr. CAZAYOUX. 

H. Res. 1302: Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
CANNON, and Mr. ROYCE. 

H. Res. 1303: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California 
and Mr. PORTER. 

H. Res. 1306: Mr. LATTA, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. HAYES, Mr. 
TANCREDO, Mr. ROYCE, and Mr. ADERHOLT. 

H. Res. 1307: Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. ACKER-
MAN, Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. COSTA, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. DEGETTE, 
Mr. EHLERS, Mr. FARR, Mr. GALLEGLY, Ms. 
GIFFORDS, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. GENE GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HILL, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. INSLEE, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Mr. KIRK, Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Ms. 
Linda T. Sánchez of California, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms. SOLIS, 
Mr. TANNER, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. WU, Mr. PETRI, 
Mr. BOUSTANY, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. WHITFIELD 
of Kentucky, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. WALDEN of 
Oregon, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. JONES of North 
Carolina, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 
PLATTS, Mr. CRENSHAW, and Mr. HALL of 
Texas. 

H. Res. 1308: Mr. GALLEGLY. 
H. Res. 1311: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 

PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. MORAN of Kan-
sas, Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. 
SOLIS, Mr. CASTLE, Mrs. CAPITO, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 
Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. 
BERKLEY, and Mr. CALVERT. 

H. Res. 1316: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 
ABERCROMBIE, Ms. CASTOR, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. UDALL of Colo-
rado, Mr. KIND, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Mr. PASCRELL, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, 
Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. OLVER, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Ms. DEGETTE, Mrs. BOYDA of 
Kansas, Ms. SOLIS, Mr. HODES, Mr. HOLT, and 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. 

H. Res. 1323: Mr. SIRES, Mr. FLAKE, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. SOLIS, Mrs. BOYDA 
of Kansas, Ms. BEAN, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. 
BRALEY of Iowa, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. ROYBAL-AL-
LARD, Mr. HILL, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. SHADEGG, 
Mr. SPACE, Mr. RENZI, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. 
WU. 

H. Res. 1324: Mr. POE. 
H. Res. 1325: Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 

JORDAN, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. MARCHANT, 
Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. BISHOP 
of Utah, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. PITTS, Mr. AKIN, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. 
KLINE of Minnesota, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
GOHMERT, Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina, 
Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. LUCAS, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. 
SHADEGG, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Mr. LATTA, Mr. SALI, and Mr. 
GARY G. MILLER of California. 

H. Res. 1326: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 
CONYERS, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Mr. FILNER, Mr. RUSH, and Mr. STARK. 

H. Res. 1327: Mr. BACA, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
BECERRA, and Ms. SOLIS. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 

and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

288. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the Town of Eastham, Massachusetts, rel-
ative to a Resolution calling on the Congress 
of the United States to vote only for funding 
for a safe and rapid withdrawal of all U.S. 
troops from Iraq; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

289. Also, a petition of the Town of Orleans, 
Massachusetts, relative to a Resolution call-
ing on the Congress of the United States to 
vote only for funding for a safe and rapid 
withdrawal of all U.S. troops from Iraq; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

f 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XV, the fol-

lowing discharge petition was filed: 
Petition 12. July 9, 2008, by Mr. PETER. J. 

ROSKAM on H.R. 2208, was signed by the fol-
lowing members: Peter J. Roskam, Michele 
Bachmann, John R. ‘‘Randy’’ Kuhl, Jr., Rob-
ert E. Latta, Bill Sali, Lynn A. Westmore-
land, John Kline, Jeb Hensarling, John R. 
Carter, David Davis, Ray LaHood, Jerry 
Lewis, Joe Wilson, John Abney Culberson, 
Robin Hayes, Mark E. Souder, Kenny 
Marchant, Joseph R. Pitts, Howard P. 
‘‘Buck’’ McKeon, Greg Walden, J. Randy 
Forbes, Harold Rogers, Charles W. Dent, Mi-
chael T. McCaul, Pete Sessions, Tom Cole, 
Marsha Blackburn, K. Michael Conaway, Bob 
Goodlatte, Paul C. Broun, Todd Russell 
Platts, Mario Diaz-Balart, John T. Doolittle, 
Steve King, Jo Ann Emerson, Jim Jordan, 
Zach Wamp, Rob Bishop, Candice S. Miller, 
Kevin Brady, John M. McHugh, Tom Feeney, 
Randy Neugebauer, Ted Poe, John Shimkus, 
Steve Scalise, Howard Coble, Patrick T. 
McHenry, Dave Camp, Adam H. Putnam, 
Louie Gohmert, Michael K. Simpson, Ron 
Lewis, Tom Davis, Daniel E. Lungren, Den-
nis R. Rehberg, Peter Hoekstra, Tim 
Walberg, Tom Price, Michael R. Turner, 
Doug Lamborn, Robert B. Aderholt, Bill 
Shuster, Charles W. Boustany, Jr., Thomas 
M. Reynolds, Mary Bono Mack, Steve 
Chabot, Thelma D. Drake, Tom Latham, 
Mike Rogers (MI), Scott Garrett, Lincoln 
Diaz-Balart, Joe Knollenberg, Adrian Smith, 
F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr., Phil Gingrey, 
W. Todd Akin, Thaddeus G. McCotter, Mi-
chael C. Burgess, John Boozman, Trent 
Franks, Henry E. Brown, Jr., Mike Pence, 
Rodney Alexander, Todd Tiahrt, Robert J. 
Wittman, Jim Gerlach, Sam Graves, C. W. 
Bill Young, John B. Shadegg, Dave Weldon, 
Edward R. Royce, Ralph M. Hall, Nathan 
Deal, Marilyn N. Musgrave, Geoff Davis, Phil 
English, Virginia Foxx, John E. Peterson, 
Devin Nunes, Eric Cantor, Cathy McMorris 
Rodgers, Mac Thornberry, Frank D. Lucas, 
Dean Heller, Sue Wilkins Myrick, Stevan 
Pearce, Terry Everett, John J. Duncan, Jr., 
Cliff Stearns, Jeff Miller, Kevin McCarthy, 
Virgil H. Goode, Jr., Brian P. Bilbray, Judy 
Biggert, John L. Mica, Connie Mack, Gus M. 
Bilirakis, Barbara Cubin, Chris Cannon, 
John Sullivan, J. Gresham Barrett, Jo 
Bonner, Roy Blunt, Mary Fallin, Jerry 
Weller, Steven C. LaTourette, and Duncan 
Hunter. 

f 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS— 
ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS 

The following Members added their 
names to the following discharge peti-
tions: 

[Omitted from the Record of June 26, 2008] 
Petition 10, by Mr. KUHL on the bill (H.R. 

5656): Louis Gohmert. 
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[Submitted July 10, 2008] 

Petition 3, by Mr. PENCE on House Resolu-
tion 694: Robert J. Wittman. 

Petition 8, by Mr. WALBERG on the bill 
(H.R. 3089): Duncan Hunter. 

Petition 10, by Mr. KUHL on the bill (H.R. 
5656): Ray LaHood, Bob Goodlatte, Steve 
Scalise, Michael K. Simpson, Michael R. 
Turner, C. W. Bill Young, Edward R. Royce, 

Stevan Pearce, Barbara Cubin, Chris Cannon, 
and John Sullivan. 

Petition 11, by Mr. TANCREDO on House 
Resolution 1240: Stevan Pearce. 
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Senate 
(Legislative day of Wednesday, July 9, 2008) 

The Senate met at 9:30 a.m., on the 
expiration of the recess, and was called 
to order by the Honorable MARK L. 
PRYOR, a Senator from the State of Ar-
kansas. 

PRAYER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Today’s 

opening prayer will be offered by guest 
Chaplain Rev. Dr. Patricia Bryant Har-
ris from Marshalltown United Meth-
odist Church, Wilmington, DE. 

The guest Chaplain offered the fol-
lowing prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Our most gracious God, You, who are 

the creator of all humankind, You, who 
understand all the complexities that 
we encounter in our everyday lives, 
You, who understand the challenges 
faced by the women and the men in 
this Chamber as they care for Your 
people throughout this Nation and 
around the world—God, hear our prayer 
on this morning. 

If it is wisdom that is needed, give 
the wisdom of Solomon. Where there 
may be lack of patience, give Senators 
the ability to tolerate with a heart of 
compassion. Should there be disagree-
ment, send Your Holy Spirit with an 
attitude of peace. And, above all 
things, may the result of all the works 
within this place free Your people, free 
many nations from hunger, from grief, 
from pain. 

May all the works of justice and love 
bring glory to Your Holy Name. This is 
our prayer in the Name of Jesus Christ. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The Honorable MARK L. PRYOR led 

the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 
I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 

United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 

to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, July 10, 2008. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule 1, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable MARK L. PRYOR, a 
Senator from the State of Arkansas, to per-
form the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. PRYOR thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Delaware is 
recognized. 

f 

THE GUEST CHAPLAIN 
Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, Senator 

BIDEN and I are delighted to welcome 
to the Senate today the Rev. Dr. Patri-
cia Bryant Harris, who pastors at a 
church not far from where Senator 
BIDEN and I live in northern Delaware. 

In her prayer this morning, she 
called on God to grant us wisdom. It is 
not infrequently, when our Senators 
meet with our own Senate Chaplain, 
Barry Black, that he, too, prays for us 
for wisdom and encourages us to ask 
God for wisdom as we deliberate the 
issues that are before us. As Senator 
BIDEN and the Presiding Officer know, 
the issues before us this week have 
been difficult and we needed all the 
wisdom we could garner. 

I have been privileged to know Rev-
erend Harris for close to two decades. 
She has had a career that included re-
markable accomplishments in the pri-
vate sector and then, somewhere in the 
1990s, she decided she felt a calling 
from God to enter the ministry. She 
has done that as a Methodist pastor in 
our State and a series of assignments— 
actually an assignment that led her 
down to Salisbury, MD, and the Del-
marva Peninsula, where she oversaw a 
great number of churches. 

As we could tell from her prayer, she 
is a loving, giving, caring, patient per-
son. She is one who has reminded me, 
and I think reminds her congregants in 
her own home church in Marshalltown, 
that God wants us to do two things—if 
nothing else, to do two things: To love 
the Lord thy God with all thy heart, 
soul, and mind and to love thy neigh-
bor as thyself. 

Barry Black, our Chaplain, often-
times reminds us in the Senate—as 
Senators we ask how do we use our 
faith to help inform what we do as Sen-
ators, and he always takes us back to 
that second great commandment, and 
so does Reverend Harris, that we have 
an obligation to love our neighbor as 
ourselves. 

She also reminds me and reminds 
those who worship at her church that 
we have an obligation to those who are 
hungry—when they are hungry we have 
an obligation to feed them; when they 
are naked we have an obligation to 
clothe them; when they are thirsty we 
have an obligation to give them to 
drink; when they are sick and in prison 
we have an obligation, regardless of 
what our faith is, to visit them. 

Those are wonderful lessons, not just 
for the people in her congregations 
over the years; not just for those who 
worship in our State but wonderful les-
sons for us in the Senate. 

It is with great pride that Senator 
BIDEN and I welcome Reverend Harris 
today to help get us started on the 
right foot and to do not just the Sen-
ate’s business, not just the business of 
our country but the Lord’s business as 
well. 

With that having been said, I know 
Senator BIDEN is here and he wants to 
comment. I am delighted to welcome 
Senator Harris—Senator Harris? There 
was a Senator Harris, there may be an-
other one someday too—I am delighted 
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to join him in welcoming Reverend 
Harris today. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. BIDEN. The Rev. Dr. Harris is ca-
pable of being a Senator. She has the 
capability and competence to do any 
number of jobs I can think of. 

I compliment my colleague for invit-
ing the Rev. Dr. Harris to open the 
Senate this morning. As you could tell 
by Senator CARPER’s reference to Rev-
erend Harris, Senator CARPER is a man 
of deep faith, as I know the Chair is 
and as I am. We share different faiths, 
but we share a common set of values, 
as almost all the confessional faiths do, 
not just the Christian faith which we 
share. I am a Roman Catholic, my 
friend is a Presbyterian, and Dr. Harris 
is a Methodist. 

The thing about Dr. Harris—and I 
will not take a lot of the Senate’s 
time—the thing about Dr. Harris that 
has impressed me from the many 
years—my Lord, I think it may be 
more than a couple decades. I have 
known her a long time. She was an in-
credibly well-respected figure in my 
State before she went to the ministry— 
before. Since then, she has carried on 
that same path of excellence that she 
did prior to the ministry. But if I can 
take a page from my colleague’s book 
in referencing Dr. Harris’s opening 
prayer, she talked about wisdom, 
which she knows we need in abundance. 
But she also talked about—she used 
the word that, if I had to describe her, 
would be the word I would use. She 
talked about tolerance. The thing that 
most impresses me about the Rev. Dr. 
Harris is her literal—not figurative, 
not rhetorical—commitment to the no-
tion of tolerance. 

She has such an expansive view of 
human nature. She has such a wel-
coming—not only faith but person-
ality. 

I think if I had a wish, if the Lord 
came down and sat at my desk and 
said: JOE, you get one wish. What is the 
one attribute you would like to per-
vade this Chamber? Maybe even more 
than wisdom, it would be tolerance. 

Tolerance is not engaging in rel-
ativity. Tolerance does not mean we 
don’t have strong beliefs and strong 
opinions and strong positions on faith. 
Tolerance is what not only our Chris-
tian religion teaches us but Judaism 
and Islam and Hinduism. It is about 
tolerance. It seems to me that is the 
single most lacking element in Amer-
ican society today. 

I think if you get to know her—you 
are not going to get to know her, I re-
alize that is a bit of an exaggeration— 
I hope you get a chance to engage Rev. 
Dr. Harris today. She exudes the no-
tion of tolerance which equates with 
her notion of equality. It gets to 
what—I will conclude—my friend TOM 
said, the two great commandments: 
love thy God and love thy neighbor. 
This is all about loving thy neighbor. 
We are the single most heterogenous 
democracy in the history of mankind. 

It is unable to function—I look at the 
pages wondering: What is this old guy 
saying? This country is unable to func-
tion without the lubricant of tolerance. 
And Dr. Harris embodies that. 

I am honored to be here this morning 
with her. I, again, compliment my col-
league on not only his comments but 
inviting Dr. Harris to be here and in-
troducing her to all of you and to those 
who are watching C–SPAN this morn-
ing, watching her. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
the remarks of Senator MCCONNELL 
and myself, there will be an hour for 
debate prior to a cloture vote on the 
motion to disagree in the House 
amendments with respect to H.R. 3221, 
the housing reform legislation. Sen-
ators should expect a cloture vote to 
begin sometime around an hour from 
now. 

Last night we reached an agreement 
to consider the nomination of General 
Petreaus and Lieutenant General 
Odierno at a time to be determined by 
me and the Republican leader. We will 
set a time to do those votes. There will 
be 20 minutes of debate, equally di-
vided and controlled between the chair-
man and ranking member of the Armed 
Services Committee, prior to votes on 
their confirmations. 

Finally, last night we were unable to 
get consent to move to global AIDS 
legislation, and therefore it neces-
sitated my filing cloture on the motion 
to proceed to the bill. I am hopeful we 
can reach some kind of agreement on a 
way to proceed. 

I had a conversation on the floor 
with Senator KYL, a public conversa-
tion on the floor. He is hopeful and 
confident something can be worked 
out. I hope that, in fact, is the case. As 
I have indicated, this is one of Presi-
dent Bush’s pieces of legislation that 
he is pushing. We, on this side, are 
ready to move forward on it. We would 
like to be on something that is agreed 
upon between Senators LUGAR and 
BIDEN and other people who have some 
interest in this matter. I hope that can 
be done; otherwise, we are going to 
have a cloture vote on that tomorrow. 

I hope we can work something out. If 
not, I hope we would be allowed to pro-
ceed to this legislation. As I have indi-
cated to the Republican leader, if clo-
ture is not invoked on the motion to 
proceed, then that will be the end of 
that legislation for this work period. If 
necessary, we will have to come back 
to it in the next work period. But with 
time constraints we have this work pe-
riod, this is our opportunity to com-
plete that legislation. 

I have been told that S. 3236 is at the 
desk and is due for a second reading. 

It obviously is not ready yet. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The matter will be read on the 
next legislative day. 

Mr. REID. I am sorry about that, Mr. 
President. 

We are going to vote in a short time 
on cloture, a final cloture vote on this 
housing bill. It is so important we get 
this done as quickly as possible. I am 
disappointed in that Senator SHELBY 
and Senator DODD, who worked very 
hard, had a little tight managers’ pack-
age that would have made it so much 
better to take to the House, but I have 
been told Senator DEMINT is objecting 
to that. As we know, in the Senate, one 
person can hold up things, and it is my 
understanding he is going to hold up 
things. 

The reason it is important we do this 
and move forward on this legislation, 
Mr. President, is that in the news 
today, the Associated Press reports 
that the number of homeowners stung 
by the rout in the U.S. housing market 
jumped as foreclosure filings grew by 
more than 50 percent compared to June 
a year ago. 

Nationwide, 252,363 homes received 
foreclosure notices in June. That is 1 
month. Foreclosure filings increased a 
year ago in all but 11 States; in 39 
States they went up. 

The highest foreclosure rates: Cali-
fornia, Arizona, Florida, Michigan, Ne-
vada. This is a very desperate situation 
we find. It is more than the people 
whose homes are being foreclosed upon; 
it affects neighborhoods where the 
homes are being foreclosed upon; it af-
fects communities where the homes are 
being foreclosed upon. It affects, of 
course, the lenders who do not want to 
foreclose upon the homes. It is a loss 
for them when they do that. It is a loss 
for the community where the home is 
located because they lose revenues, tax 
revenues for that home. 

So foreclosure is a lose-lose situa-
tion. I hope everyone would understand 
the importance of it. I hope Senator 
DEMINT would reconsider holding up 
this managers’ package which has been 
worked on for more than 2 months now 
by Senators DODD and SHELBY and 
other Senators. 

But we are going to send it back to 
the House today, I hope today. I also 
hope that Senators would not require 
the 30 hours to be used. But we will see. 
They have that right, to use at least 
part of that 30 hours postcloture. 

I am glad we are moving along. I 
hope we can complete our work today. 
If not, we will complete it tomorrow 
for this week. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 
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GAS PRICE REDUCTION ACT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
Senate came back into session 4 days 
ago and we have yet to address the No. 
1 issue in the country; that is, high gas 
prices. There were 44 Senate Repub-
licans who introduced legislation over 
2 weeks ago which would have an im-
mediate impact on the price at the 
pump. 

The Gas Price Reduction Act can be 
summed up in four simple words: Find 
more, use less. The Gas Price Reduc-
tion Act focuses on simple solutions 
which already have support from many 
of our friends on the other side of the 
aisle. 

Many of our colleagues, Democratic 
colleagues, have now acknowledged the 
merits of allowing States to open the 
Outer Continental Shelf for deep sea 
oil and gas exploration. Our bill was 
limited to only those States that want 
to do that. It gives a State option for 
the opportunity to go onto the Outer 
Continental Shelf for deep sea oil and 
gas exploration. We all agree we can do 
more in encouraging the development 
of alternative energy sources, which is 
why the Gas Price Reduction Act con-
tains incentives to develop plug-in 
electric cars and trucks and new bat-
tery technology. 

In addition, we included measures to 
strengthen the U.S. futures markets by 
increasing funding and staff for the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion and examining foreign markets. 
These ideas also have support from 
many on the other side of the aisle. 

By focusing on the areas where we 
agree, instead of the ones where we dif-
fer, we can achieve results for the 
American people. I ask my good friends 
on the other side of the aisle to join us 
in finding energy policies we can agree 
on. Believe me, the American people 
are demanding it. We can pass mean-
ingful legislation which would develop 
more American energy while encour-
aging conservation, and we need to do 
that very soon. 

f 

NOMINATIONS OF GENERAL PE-
TRAEUS AND GENERAL ODIERNO 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we 
also have an opportunity today to con-
firm the nominations of two of our Na-
tion’s leading generals. Secretary 
Gates and Admiral Mullen have both, 
rightly, talked about the challenges 
facing the Nation as we transition from 
one Presidential administration to the 
next during a time of war. The next 
President will be fortunate to have 
General Petraeus and General Odierno 
responsible respectively for central 
command area of operations in Iraq. 

It is the nature of world events that 
the next President will be confronted 
with some international emergency 
that could not have been anticipated. 
What we know is that our strategic in-
terests in the Middle East and Persian 
Gulf are longstanding and are being 
challenged. We know that the threat of 

an Iran regime bent on securing a nu-
clear weapon will not end when a new 
President is sworn in next year. 

We know that despite the real 
progress made as a result of the surge 
of forces into Iraq, that the transition 
of forces, responsibilities, and missions 
must be managed with a steady hand. 

Both of these fine officers are well 
prepared for their next responsibilities. 
As a nation we are lucky to be able to 
call upon such men at this critical 
point in American history. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader. 
f 

ENERGY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, my distin-
guished colleague is right, gas prices 
are a tremendous issue. We in Nevada 
feel it very deeply. The average price of 
gasoline is now $4.11 or $4.12 a gallon. 
In Nevada it is much higher than that. 

We have to do something, there is no 
question, with domestic production. 
Right now, we have, counting ANWR— 
and the Republicans thankfully have 
stopped raising that as an issue; they 
do not want to drill in ANWR; that is 
good. But even counting ANWR, and all 
of the offshore, we have less than 3 per-
cent of the oil in the world. So we can-
not produce our way out of the prob-
lems we have, because we in America 
use more than 25 percent of every bar-
rel of oil that is used every day. We use 
more than 25 percent of it. But we can 
do better with our domestic produc-
tion, and we need to do that. 

The Republican bill that has been in-
troduced does not have a single line in 
it that deals with renewables. But I ac-
cept the invitation of the Republican 
leader and I hope he accepts our invita-
tion. Let’s work together to try to get 
something done as it relates to domes-
tic production. 

In the other areas, as we know, there 
are 68 million acres available for drill-
ing right now, 68 million acres. How 
much is 68 million acres? Look at a 
map of the United States. Look at the 
State of Nevada. If you discount Alas-
ka, we are the sixth largest State in 
the Union. We make up about 68 mil-
lion acres. From the southern tip of 
Nevada to the top is more than 700 
miles; across the top of the State of 
Nevada is more than 400 miles; a lot of 
space. That is how much area is left 
available to drill right now. We ask and 
invite the oil companies to start drill-
ing, find out where in the 68 million 
acres there is oil. We know there is oil. 
I also invite the oil companies to look 
at the 8 million acres in the Gulf of 
Mexico that we legislatively, less than 
2 years ago, allowed them to explore 
and drill. 

We know we need to do a better job 
producing domestically. We are going 
to do our very best to do that. But we 
hope there would also be an agreement 
that any oil that is drilled and pro-
duced in the waters off the coast of 
America be used in America. That is 

important. And we have had test votes 
in that regard. 

When there was a question about 
whether there would be drilling in 
ANWR, we asked that oil—and I believe 
the amendment was offered by Senator 
WYDEN, an amendment that said: Okay, 
we can drill oil out of ANWR. You 
must use that oil in the United States. 
All but 16 Senators said: That is abso-
lutely right. 

One of the 16 Senators who said no 
was JOHN MCCAIN. I hope JOHN MCCAIN 
would join us in saying that the oil we 
get offshore should be used in the 
United States. In the past, obviously, 
he has disagreed with that. I do not 
think it is fair that we drill in the ter-
ritorial waters of our country and then 
ship that oil overseas. 

We also have to deal with specula-
tion. The Republican leader mentioned 
that their bill talks about adding staff 
to the CFTC, the entity that controls 
some of the trading that takes place 
with oil. We also agree there should be 
something done. I am having a meeting 
today, and we are going to make a de-
cision as to what that legislation 
should be. So we share that with our 
Republican friends and hopefully they 
will join us in that regard. 

One thing that is not in the Repub-
lican legislation that we think is so vi-
tally important to use at this time, as 
did this President’s father when he was 
President, is the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve we have in America, which is 
97 or 98 percent filled. Why did we fill 
it? For emergencies. I think for emer-
gencies such as this, as was done with 
his father. Once you start tapping that, 
the price of gasoline goes down very 
quickly so we would hope there would 
be efforts made by this administration 
to start taking oil out of the reserve. I 
think there is room for us to work to-
gether; that is, Democrats and Repub-
licans to try to meet the expectations 
of the American people. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

AMERICAN HOUSING RESCUE AND 
FORECLOSURE PREVENTION ACT 
OF 2008 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
the House message to accompany H.R. 
3221, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A message from the House of Representa-

tives to accompany H.R. 3221, an act to pro-
vide needed housing reform, and for other 
purposes. 

Pending: 
Reid amendment No. 5067 (to the motion to 

concur in the amendment of the House add-
ing a new title to the amendment of the Sen-
ate), to change the enactment date. 

Reid amendment No. 5068 (to amendment 
No. 5067), of a perfecting nature. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, there 
will be 1 hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled between the two leaders 
or their designees, with Senators per-
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each, and with the Senator from Con-
necticut, Mr. DODD, controlling the 
final 10 minutes. 

The Senator from Wyoming. 
ENERGY 

Mr. ENZI. I will be using some of the 
first of the Republican minutes. I 
thank the leader for his comments on 
energy. I too think we can get together 
and solve a huge problem for this coun-
try. 

I do want to make a clarification on 
the Republican bill that was put up. I 
do not want anybody to think that was 
comprehensive. The leader mentioned 
some things that were left out. I have 
got a number of matters that were left 
out of that bill that should be in there, 
except what we have a tendency to do 
in this body is to lump everything into 
one big bill. If a few people do not like 
this part and a few people do not like 
that part, then pretty quickly we can-
not get a majority. So we need to do 
things in a smaller way. This will 
make a huge difference in the price of 
gasoline. The Republican bill would 
make a huge difference in the price of 
gasoline. But it is a package that we 
thought everyone could come together 
on. And somehow we are going to have 
to do that in this body if the United 
States is going to progress. 

We can bring down the gas price Goli-
ath if Democrats and Republicans will 
work together to pass legislation that 
will help America find more oil as we 
use less. Actually we have to do both. 
If we increase the supply and we cut 
demand, we will beat this giant prob-
lem. If we use less and we find more, we 
will beat this giant problem. 

I had the privilege of traveling 
around Wyoming last week during the 
July 4 home work period. There is no 
question that gas prices are the No. 1 
topic on everyone’s mind. In Wyoming 
the rising price of gasoline and diesel 
fuel hits us hard, because our cities and 
towns are spread out and we are often 
forced to drive tens if not hundreds of 
miles to get groceries and to go to 
work. I am personally as concerned as 
are my constituents with the rising 
price of gasoline. I get angry when I fill 
up my vehicle and I am charged more 
than $4 a gallon for gas. I am skeptical 
when I hear the oil industry is making 
record profits and CEOs are taking 
home huge pay packages. 

Well, what can we do about that? In-
creasing taxes will not produce any 
more oil. It would raise the price of gas 
further, and probably drive production 
off our shores, so we would be paying 
for oil from other places. 

We do have a plan that would reduce 
gas prices. I have cosponsored S. 3032, 
the aptly named Gas Price Reduction 
Act of 2008. It recognizes that the big-
gest problem we face is the problem of 
supply and demand. 

Right now America does not produce 
enough energy to meet our Nation’s en-
ergy needs, but with increased efforts 
and innovation we could. We need to 
produce more domestic energy while 
we use less in the future. We need more 
American oil from American soil. 

By developing more American energy 
as we work to conserve our usage, we 
will secure America’s energy future. In 
order to do that, though, we have to 
have agreement from the other side of 
the aisle that we do want to develop 
more energy sources. We do not have 
that agreement yet. I do not know how 
much longer those on the other side of 
the issue can hold out against their 
constituents who are hurting from the 
higher gas prices, but I hope it is not 
long. We need to get something done 
now. 

The bill I am cosponsoring is not per-
fect. It does not include everything I 
would like it to include. But it is a 
start. That is what we need, a start. We 
need to start doing something now to 
improve our Nation’s energy situation. 
We need to stop playing ‘‘gotcha’’ poli-
tics and start coming together to start 
finding solutions. Congress should be 
addressing high energy prices by look-
ing for solutions that produce more 
American energy while we reduce our 
usage. That is what those in control of 
both Houses of Congress do not seem to 
understand at this stage. 

The continued rise of gas prices is 
going to put an end to the dog-and- 
pony show eventually, and when the 
dog-and-pony shows ends, and we stop 
playing ‘‘gotcha’’ politics, we need to 
start to take a look at our Nation’s en-
ergy policy. 

We need to come together to increase 
our energy supply. We need to look at 
the energy situation in steps. Instead 
of trying to pass massive bills that 
have provisions a number of Members 
can’t support, we should work on pass-
ing smaller, consensus bills. We need to 
put partisan differences aside to figure 
out what we can do to improve our en-
ergy situation. How do we lower gas 
prices? We find more, as we use less. 
We increase our oil supply, as we each 
seek to cut back the amount of gas we 
use. Increasing supply by getting more 
American oil from American soil while 
at the same time conserving will lessen 
our demand and bring prices down. We 
have choices to make. Do we meet this 
challenge head-on by finding more oil, 
using less, putting our back and our 
brains into the task of developing bet-
ter ways to use what we have, or do we 
do what many would have us do and 
say it is too late or that it is the oil 
companies’ fault or they blame the 
Government and look to lawyers to 
solve our problems? 

I have listened to my colleagues 
criticize the speculators who are, in 
theory, driving up oil prices. As the 
Wall Street Journal pointed out, Con-
gress always needs a political villain 
and speculators always end up tied to 
the whipping post when people get 
upset about prices. We have an energy 

problem, but instead of looking at 
what we can do to fix the problem, we 
continue to play the blame game. My 
colleagues don’t mention that the so- 
called speculators are often pension 
funds or airlines that want to stay in 
business and stabilize future fuel 
prices. My colleagues often fail to men-
tion that for every person who is mak-
ing money in the futures market, there 
is a person losing money. 

Major oil consumers need some cer-
tainty in this volatile market so they 
use the futures market to hedge their 
bets. They can’t get certainty from 
Congress that we will produce more en-
ergy, so they need to find it some-
where. 

I am cosponsoring the Gas Price Re-
duction Act. I am cosponsoring clean 
coal measures. I am advocating Amer-
ican oil production and refining. I am 
also pushing to renew important tax 
credits for wind and solar power so 
that we can use more renewable en-
ergy. I am not ready to let the greatest 
Nation on Earth sink into poverty be-
cause we were not willing to help our-
selves. 

I am also counting on the innovation 
of the American people. Americans are 
the most innovative people in the 
world. If they face a challenge, they 
will come up with solutions. I was part 
of the rocket generation. Sputnik went 
up when I was in junior high. Our gen-
eration figured out how to get a man 
on the Moon. We had the computer 
generation, and we have led the com-
puter world. Then cell phones were the 
next generation. Now we need the en-
ergy generation. We need the kids to 
invent clean ways, better uses, and 
more production. It can be done in a 
good way. 

We are in the situation we face today 
because we haven’t acted for years. We 
did not get in the situation overnight, 
and we won’t get out of it overnight. 
What we can do is work to make the 
situation better. I am committed to 
working with colleagues to do just 
that. Let’s stop playing the blame 
game and start working together to get 
things done. Moving forward with the 
Gas Price Reduction Act or, if not that 
specific bill, then parts of it, is what 
we have to do to bring prices down. If 
we don’t move now, we may not be able 
to afford the gas so we can move into 
the future. 

I yield the floor and reserve the re-
mainder of our time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague for talking about 
the energy situation and the price of 
gasoline. I have traveled my State 
hard. I know Senator ENZI knows his 
State like the back of his hand. He 
goes to every place in it repeatedly and 
talks to average people. They are hurt-
ing. 

Look at the numbers. In 1 year, over 
the last year, the average family drives 
24,000 miles a year. The average family 
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is paying $105 a month more for gaso-
line for their automobiles than the pre-
vious year. You go back over, since 
2003, it is $217. That is a new expense 
they never had before, and 60 percent of 
that money is sent abroad to purchase 
oil that we utilize because 60 percent of 
our fuel comes from abroad. It totals 
$500 to $700 billion in a wealth transfer 
each year now. It is unbelievable. T. 
Boone Pickens said it is the greatest 
wealth transfer in the history of the 
world and it is adversely affecting our 
economy, not just the fact that the 
family has less money now to take care 
of other needs. It has to go to gasoline 
so people can commute to work, in 
large part, I would submit, by the fail-
ure of this Congress to act. 

I have been speaking on these issues 
ever since I came here. I have been 
pointing out the need for increased pro-
duction consistently. We produce off 
my coast in Alabama substantial 
amounts, but 85 percent of our offshore 
production is now blocked. 

We need to do this. We are talking 
about $105 more a month out of the 
family budget, so they can’t purchase 
items with this money. It is rippling 
through the economy. It is not a ripple; 
it really is a tsunami. 

Let me point out some of the things 
in recent magazines and recent news-
paper articles. Here from the New York 
Times yesterday: 

High fuel costs lead AirTran to cut 480 
jobs. AirTran announced it would eliminate 
480 pilot and flight attendants’ jobs, joining 
a growing list of airlines that have cut their 
workforces in the face of high fuel prices. 

The cost of jet fuel has risen 92 per-
cent this year, which is almost double 
in 1 year. 

Here is the New York Times of July 
8: 

Markets decline even as oil pulls back a 
little bit. 

The price dropped just a little. 
Wall Street, which has been hurtling 

stocks lower for the past few weeks, remains 
fearful that consumers are trimming their 
spending to pay for gasoline. With consumer 
spending accounting for more than two- 
thirds of [U.S.] economic activity, a pullback 
would create big ripples. 

Boy, I tell you, they are reducing 
spending; $105 less a month they have 
now to spend on other items because 
they are having to spend on it gasoline. 

Here is the Wall Street Journal the 
day before yesterday: 

Stock Drop Spooks Currency Investors: Oil 
Prices Still Key. 

. . . Janet Yellen [Federal Reserve Bank 
member], who made surprisingly worrisome 
comments about inflation. 

‘‘The continuing rise in oil and commod-
ities has certainly raised the inflation risk.’’ 

It is just every day. Does anybody 
not understand this? I have to tell you, 
I have to say, and I have spoken about 
this several times, I am utterly dis-
appointed in my Democratic colleagues 
for having no plan whatsoever to deal 
with this problem. It is just not a plan. 
I am willing to discuss how we can 
work together. I am not wedded to 
every single issue, I would say. I am 

willing to consider anything that will 
work. But I will tell you that the 
Democratic leader made a speech down 
here, and they offered a policy that 
proposes these things: 

Tax the oil companies; that would 
make us feel better. It might even be a 
good policy to raise revenue, perhaps. 
But it is not going to increase oil pro-
duction to tax the people who do it. 
When you tax something, you get less 
of it. People cannot pass a law to re-
peal the law of supply and demand. You 
tax it, you will get less of it. 

No. 2, they want to prosecute, pass a 
law to empower the FTC to prosecute 
stations for price gouging. We already 
have a law that allows the FTC to do 
that. They say the gas stations are not 
prosecuting. They want to go pros-
ecuting after speculators. Speculators 
are able to operate and be successful. I 
don’t defend them. They are out to 
make a buck any way they can. They 
are able to do that because we have a 
demand for oil that is greater than sup-
ply. I think it is 86 million barrels of 
oil demand a day at this point and 85 
supply. So they are able to maneuver 
in that thing and play this game and 
make themselves some extra money. 
But if we got the supply up and our de-
mand down, they wouldn’t be able to 
do this. They couldn’t do it when we 
had $10-a-barrel oil a decade or so ago. 

They want to sue OPEC. OPEC, what 
do they do? OPEC meets to decide the 
amount of oil they want to produce es-
sentially, and that creates the short-
ages that are driving up the price. 
Eighty percent-plus of the oil in the 
world today is not held by oil compa-
nies. It is held by nation states, many 
of them hostile to the United States. 
OPEC meets to set the price by con-
trolling the supply. They are reducing 
and not producing the oil that they 
could if this was a real free market. 
They are manipulating the market. 
OPEC meets to decide how much they 
are going to tax the consumers of the 
world and, in particular, how much 
they are going to tax us. 

I have to tell you, it is a dramatic 
thing that is happening. I am told that 
it costs less than $10 a barrel to 
produce oil from the sands of Saudi 
Arabia. Yet they are selling it for $140 
a barrel. This is the kind of wealth 
transfer that is damaging our econ-
omy. It is hurting this Nation. It is 
something we have to confront with 
real policies that will work, and there 
are some. 

I happened to catch Jack Welch, 
former CEO of GE, on one of the morn-
ing talk shows not long ago. They were 
dealing with this question of Senator 
OBAMA and many of our colleagues here 
who say: Don’t drill in Alaska; it might 
take 10 years. It wouldn’t take quite 
that long, but they say 10 years. You 
shouldn’t drill off the coast; that will 
take 10 years. Really, drilling off the 
coast, you begin to get production. 
They drill off my coast in Alabama 
right now, but there are other areas 
with lots of reserves. It would take 3 
years, 5 years to get production. 

This is what Mr. Welch said. He said: 
It is amazing to me that a person who 
aspires to be the President of the 
United States would say he is not 
going to take a policy today that won’t 
have an impact for 5 years. Think 
about it. He went on to say: A Presi-
dent should be thinking 5, 15, 30 years 
down the road. We need to be doing the 
things that serve our long-term na-
tional interest. Just because it would 
take some time to have this go for-
ward, we should not delay taking ac-
tion. 

The matter is pretty serious. A Wall 
Street Journal article by Gerald Seib, 
executive editor, notes that there are 
three problems with the high prices of 
oil. One is that, of course, it impacts 
the family budget. The second is that 
the high prices weaken our Nation’s 
economic independence because we owe 
so much money for it. Thirdly, the 
money is enriching countries, many of 
which are hostile to the United States. 

So I think we are at a point in time 
when we need to get together, Repub-
licans and Democrats, and recognize 
that we face a problem that challenges 
our family budgets, that we have, in ef-
fect, taxed the American people, or al-
lowed them to be taxed, by over $100 
more a month in 1 year alone, that we 
can make a difference and bring those 
prices down—certainly stop the con-
tinuing increase. But we have to do 
something. There are things we can do. 

I will say, as a person who has been 
able, a few times, to go fishing on the 
gulf coast, we go out and fish under oil 
rigs because that is a good place to 
fish, and it is clean and there is no oil 
out on the water. They are very careful 
about that. 

We have approximately 51 billion 
barrels or more of recoverable reserves 
in the Gulf of Mexico. That is a lot. We 
use, as a nation, 5 billion barrels a 
year, and 3 billion of that is imported. 
If you replaced that 3 billion, that 
would be 17 years right there just from 
offshore production in the Gulf of Mex-
ico. We have 85 percent of our reserves 
still blocked. We have had production 
that is still being effective off the 
coast of California before that was 
blocked. None has been expanded since, 
in decades, and none, really, off the At-
lantic coast. But there are reserves out 
there. States such as Virginia are talk-
ing about maybe that would be a good 
way to produce additional oil and serve 
the national interest. 

We have the opportunity to produce 
oil from shale. There are 1.8 trillion 
barrels of oil in shale rock. Perhaps 800 
billion of that is recoverable, experts 
tell us. We are using 5 billion a year, so 
that is 100 years or more from shale 
rock. I am told they can produce that 
at less than the current world price, 
keeping wealth at home, producing our 
energy at home, not sending that 
abroad. 

I will tell you, one of the greatest po-
tential breakthroughs that could help 
us with global warming emissions and 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:17 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S10JY8.REC S10JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6516 July 10, 2008 
other areas is hybrid automobiles, par-
ticularly a plug-in hybrid. I strongly 
believe we should—my time is up. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have 1 additional moment. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection to 1 additional 
minute? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I will 

conclude by saying that nuclear power 
produces no emissions into the air. We 
need to expand it. We are at 20 percent 
now in our Nation. We have not built a 
plant in 30 years. France has 80 per-
cent. We could plug in our cars at 
night, charge those batteries with 
clean nuclear electricity, and run back 
and forth to work. That is within our 
grasp right now. 

Those are the kinds of things we need 
to be talking about: expanding wind, 
expanding biofuels, expanding the pro-
duction of our existing resources, keep-
ing American wealth at home, ending 
this incredible transfer of wealth. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Thank you, Mr. Presi-

dent. 
UNIFINSHED BUSINESS 

Mr. President, I, too, want to talk 
about high gasoline prices, but I want 
to talk about other unfinished business 
this Senate has not taken care of. For-
tunately, we do have one positive de-
velopment; that is, yesterday we 
passed the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act—after 145 days had 
lapsed. So that is a good thing. But we 
have unfinished work to do. 

For example, the Colombian Free 
Trade Agreement—it has been 597 days 
that our American farmers and manu-
facturers have been disadvantaged by 
tariffs on goods sold here in America. 
For my State of Texas, there is $2.3 bil-
lion a year that is charged in tariffs for 
our exports when they are imported 
into Colombia, when Colombian goods 
bear no similar tariff when their goods 
are imported into the United States. 

Then there is the matter of judicial 
nominees waiting for a vote—some as 
long as 742 days. 

Then, finally, on the matter of gaso-
line prices, it was about 808 days ago 
when Speaker PELOSI said that if she 
and other Democrats were put in 
charge, they would come up with a 
commonsense plan for bringing down 
the price of gasoline at the pump. Well, 
that was when gasoline was about $2.33 
a gallon. Now gasoline averages $4.10 a 
gallon, and we are still waiting for that 
commonsense plan to bring down the 
price of gasoline at the pump. 

Increasingly, Americans are squeezed 
by the high cost of gasoline. Of course, 
it is driving up everything from food 
prices to competing with people’s abil-
ity to pay for their housing, their 
health care, transportation, and, obvi-
ously, the tax bite, where State and 
local and Federal taxes take up a huge 
amount. About 111 days of income is 
used just to pay for that tax burden. 

But what we need to do, I firmly be-
lieve, is to find more domestic energy 
as we use less. What do I mean by that? 
By using less, we need to conserve, we 
need to be more efficient. America con-
sumes about 20 percent of the world’s 
oil supply, and unfortunately, about 60 
percent of that we import from foreign 
sources. We are literally held hostage 
by groups such as OPEC, the Organiza-
tion of Petroleum Exporting Countries, 
countries such as Venezuela and Hugo 
Chavez and others that are charging us 
about $140 a barrel for oil. Of course, 
that oil is used to make gasoline at re-
fineries. 

But my constituents in Texas are 
very worried about the failure of Con-
gress to act by removing the impedi-
ments or the moratoria on developing 
what is about 85 percent of our natural 
resources here at home. That is what I 
mean by finding more while we use 
less. 

For example, Debra, from Lovelady, 
TX—a town of roughly 600 people, just 
a ‘‘Texas mile’’ north of Houston—re-
cently wrote me this letter. She said: 

I am a school teacher in a small rural East 
Texas school, so my income is very limited. 
I drive almost 30 miles one way to work each 
day as do many of my family and neighbors. 
We have chosen to stay in small towns for 
the ‘‘everyone is family’’ feeling they still 
give, but it makes it harder to live with the 
cost of everything rising. 

She said: 
The rising price of gasoline is limiting ev-

erything I do. I will not make a trip to town 
unless it is for my monthly shopping needs 
or to go to church. There will be no summer 
trips for me this year as I do not see a way 
to afford driving anywhere. 

She concludes: 
I know there are vast resources America 

could tap into. . . . Please look into explor-
ing the energy resources we already have in 
America. 

Well, I believe Debra speaks for a lot 
of people in this country now as they 
see their prices go up, as it is driving 
commodity prices up, such as food 
costs. They are finding it harder and 
harder to make it, even if they do have 
a job, even if they have an income. 

I believe it is past time for Congress 
to respond by removing the impedi-
ments to domestic production. That is 
why I cosponsored the Gas Price Re-
duction Act of 2008. That act can be 
summed up, as this chart says: Find 
more and use less. It opens up offshore 
and shale oil deposits for exploration 
so America’s energy producers can gain 
access to Federal lands. This also will 
create jobs right here in America, 
which is something I would think we 
would want to do. In a time when we 
are talking about economic stimulus, 
about concern for the economy, don’t 
we want to create more jobs here in 
America rather than having those jobs 
created in places such as Saudi Arabia 
or Mexico or Canada or Venezuela? 

At the same time, this bill increases 
research and development initiatives 
and for battery-operated plug-in hybrid 
technology. I think it is hard for many 
of my constituents in Texas, with the 

long distances they have to drive, to 
imagine a day when they will be driv-
ing a battery-operated hybrid car, but I 
do predict the day is coming, and com-
panies such as General Motors and 
other car manufacturers, in 2010, will 
begin selling these plug-in hybrid cars 
that you can literally plug into a wall 
socket at night and recharge the bat-
tery and then drive about 40 miles on 
that battery before you have to get a 
generator to recharge the battery to 
provide you additional range. This is in 
our future. Right now we have about 
240 million cars on the road, and the 
average age of those cars is about 9 
years. So obviously it is going to take 
a long time—about a decade—before we 
can transition from the kinds of gas 
guzzlers and cars that we drive now to 
something that provides an additional 
alternative. 

I think we are beginning to see some 
cracks in the intransigence of many in 
Congress to preventing additional do-
mestic production. I know there are a 
number of Senators, a fabled group 
called the Group of 10, the Gang of 10— 
5 Republicans, 5 Democrats—who are 
meeting to try to come up with a bi-
partisan alternative. I applaud that ef-
fort. It is really important because, as 
we all know, nothing happens around 
here unless it is on a bipartisan basis. 
I think it is very important, as I saw 
the Democratic whip say that he was 
not opposed to more exploration and 
production. 

I would invite those who are worried 
about exploration and production here 
in America to fly into DFW Airport 
where you can see gas wells being 
drilled into the Barnett shale right 
there from your airplane as you land or 
as you take off. It is being done using 
modern drilling technology which is 
compatible with the safety and secu-
rity of the neighbors as well as a good 
environment. 

We need to act in a bipartisan fash-
ion on real energy solutions—a com-
bination of conservation and energy 
production. It will be good for Amer-
ica’s economy and our energy policy, 
as well as our national security. Find 
more, use less. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The minority time has expired. 

The Senator from Wisconsin. 
(The remarks of Mr. FEINGOLD per-

taining to the introduction of S. 3237 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, 
today, I rise to express my support for 
the Housing and Economic Recovery 
Act. 

The housing crisis in America has 
reached critical proportions. In Au-
burn, WA, Michelle was a single mom 
with an income that made it very dif-
ficult to find an apartment she could 
afford. Like so many people, she 
searched desperately to find a roof to 
put over her children’s heads. The 
search is not easy. The search is not 
fair. But for the hundreds of thousands 
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of Americans that need affordable 
housing today, the search is a reality. 

The number of renter households 
jumped by nearly 1 million last year, 
according to a Harvard University 
Joint Center for Housing Studies Re-
port. And monthly rents are reaching 
record highs. Last year, they climbed 
to an all time sky high of $775. 

We are faced with a fundamental sup-
ply and demand problem: a ballooning 
renter population and a diminishing 
supply of affordable housing. 

This is a problem that requires a real 
solution. And today, I am proud to say 
that we have taken action to put peo-
ple like Michelle in the homes they so 
desperately need and deserve. 

This action did not come without the 
hard work of many people. I especially 
want to commend Finance Committee 
Chairman BAUCUS, Senator GRASSLEY, 
and their staffs. Because of their hard 
work, we have included in this com-
prehensive housing and economic re-
covery package a set of provisions that 
encourage the development of afford-
able rental housing by expanding and 
improving the low-income housing tax 
credit. I also want to recognize the tre-
mendous leadership of House Ways and 
Means Committee Chairman RANGEL, 
who has long been an advocate for af-
fordable housing and a champion of the 
tax credit program. 

Because of current conditions in the 
financial markets, the development of 
many affordable housing options has 
come to a screeching halt. And for the 
hundreds of thousands of homeowners 
that must now turn to rental housing, 
the homes they could afford are dimin-
ishing at an alarming pace. 

I knew this was a critical problem 
that needed a solution. Many of my 
colleagues, including Senators KERRY 
and SMITH, agreed. We worked together 
to ensure that the tax title of this bill 
contains the provision that will extend 
the reach of two of our most successful 
and broadly supported Federal housing 
programs: the Housing Bond and Low- 
Income Housing Tax Credit Programs. 

We now have the best cumulative 
version of what the Senate and House 
independently approved. 

The Low-Income Housing Tax Credit 
Program was created as part of the Tax 
Reform Act of 1986 and made perma-
nent in 1993. Designed as a public-pri-
vate funding partnership, largely ad-
ministered by the States, this program 
built its way into the history books as 
the most successful production pro-
gram in existence. 

These tax credits have created 2 mil-
lion homes for families in need—homes 
with restricted rents for terms of at 
least 30 years that would have other-
wise been impossible. 

In fact, in April 2007, Michelle from 
Auburn, WA, moved into one of these 
homes created by tax credits. She is 
thriving and able to provide for her 
children. Without tax credits like 
these, I am unsure where Michelle and 
her family would be. 

We are building opportunity out of 
this past success and passing this op-

portunity on to the Americans who 
need it. 

This will work now to increase the 
number of affordable choices available 
to our neighbors in need. State agen-
cies award housing tax credits to hous-
ing developers, who turn the credits 
into construction funds by selling them 
to investors. These funds allow devel-
opers to borrow less money and pass 
the savings on to renters in the forms 
of lower rental rates. 

A classic ‘‘win-win’’ situation. 
By extending the reach of this pro-

gram in the tax title of this bill, we 
give States the flexibility they need to 
develop housing credit properties in 
hard-to-serve, often rural, areas; we 
give investors needed AMT relief for 
housing bonds, housing credits, and re-
habilitation credits; and we give our 
vulnerable neighbors, like Michelle, 
the homes they need. 

It is critically important that 
Congress’s response to the housing cri-
sis not leave out those in need of af-
fordable rental housing. I am proud of 
this legislation and am anxious to see 
it enacted into law. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I am 
pleased that we are at last moving 
closer to enactment of much-needed 
housing legislation. 

The foreclosure situation in my 
State of Michigan continues to be dire. 
In 2007, there were more than 103,000 
foreclosures. According to the data re-
leased recently by RealtyTrac, there 
were nearly 13,000 Michigan foreclosure 
filings in May alone, a 25 percent in-
crease from the previous month. That 
is one foreclosure filing for every 353 
households, which puts our State’s 
foreclosure rate at the fifth highest in 
the Nation. Nationwide, filings are up 
nearly 50 percent compared to this 
time last year, with one in every 483 
U.S. households receiving a foreclosure 
filing in May. 

Sadly, we all know that homeowners 
facing foreclosure are not the only ones 
being impacted by this crisis. Property 
values have plummeted in many areas, 
due in part to the glut of abandoned 
and foreclosed homes. Lost property 
values moreover translate into de-
creased State and local revenue from 
property taxes, creating a shortfall in 
revenues and reducing the budget 
available for valuable State and local 
programs and services. 

Our Nation’s broader economic woes 
can also be traced back, at least in 
part, to the foreclosure crisis. There is 
a long chain of investors, lenders, and 
financial markets relying on American 
homebuyers to pay what, in many in-
stances, are shaky home loans. Because 
of the record defaults on these loans, 
credit remains tight. 

Throughout this crisis I have re-
ceived wise counsel from many experts 
on foreclosure prevention and housing 
matters. Earlier this year I hosted a se-
ries of roundtable meetings in Michi-
gan communities with leaders from 
local and State government, as well as 
organizations who are in the trenches 

working with families facing fore-
closure, to discuss practical ways to 
help homeowners and protect our econ-
omy from further damage. Many of the 
ideas discussed at those roundtables 
are included in this legislation. 

I have also had the benefit of advice 
from Bernie Glieberman, chairman of 
the board of the Michigan State Hous-
ing Development Authority, and mem-
ber of the board of the Michigan Hous-
ing Trust Fund and Harvard Univer-
sity’s Joint Center for Housing Studies 
policy advisory board. Long before the 
committees started crafting this hous-
ing bill, Bernie brought to my atten-
tion the idea of increasing tax-exempt 
bonding authority to enable State 
housing agencies to help struggling 
homeowners acquire more affordable 
mortgages. I am pleased that this bill 
will bring this additional bonding au-
thority to fruition. I am confident that 
the Michigan State Housing Develop-
ment Authority, MSHDA, and other 
State housing agencies across the Na-
tion will put it to good use. These tax- 
exempt bonds will help agencies like 
MSHDA raise the funds needed to refi-
nance homeowners from adjustable 
rate mortgages into affordable fixed- 
rate mortgages, as well as provide 
loans for first-time homebuyers and fi-
nance the construction of multi-family 
residential housing. 

This bill has a number of other provi-
sions that will help alleviate the suf-
fering caused by the foreclosure crisis. 
Arguably the most important provision 
in this bill is the HOPE for Home-
owners program, which will enable the 
Federal Housing Administration to 
provide groundbreaking new refi-
nancing options to distressed bor-
rowers. Through this temporary new 
program, the Federal Housing Adminis-
tration, FHA, is authorized to insure 
up to $300 billion in 30-year, fixed-rate 
mortgages. I applaud the work of Sen-
ator DODD and others of our colleagues 
in putting this FHA refinancing pro-
posal together. It is based on the suc-
cessful Home Owner’s Loan Corpora-
tion that was implemented by Presi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt during the 
Great Depression to issue new loans to 
help homeowners in default. 

It is important to note that this new 
program is not an investor or lender 
bailout. FHA will only insure loans at 
90 percent of the current property 
value, which in most cases is signifi-
cantly less than the original loan 
amount. Investors and lenders who 
choose to take advantage of this pro-
gram must, therefore, be willing to 
take a hit. They will likely be willing 
to take this loss, however, because it 
will be less than the losses associated 
with foreclosure. Also, this is hardly a 
windfall for distressed borrowers, as 
some are claiming. Those who sign up 
for the FHA insured loans will share 
their new equity and future apprecia-
tion with FHA by paying a premium— 
3 percent initially, 1.5 percent annually 
thereafter—for the FHA loan. They are 
also required to give a portion of the 
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equity from sale proceeds for this home 
back to FHA. I am pleased to note that 
this program, which is estimated to 
help nearly 400,000 homeowners nation-
wide, will not cost taxpayers money; in 
fact, it is expected to net $250 million. 

Not only does this bill take signifi-
cant steps to help keep families in 
their homes, it provides immediate 
help toward rehabilitating blighted 
neighborhoods. The nearly $4 billion in 
CDBG-like funding provided through 
this bill will go to areas of the country 
with the highest foreclosure rates and 
number of filings. Michigan stands to 
receive almost $170 million through 
this provision, and the funds could be 
used to restore an estimated 6,000 prop-
erties. Inclusion of these neighborhood 
stabilization funds will help protect 
more homeowners from going ‘‘under-
water,’’ and I urge Members in the 
House to support keeping this provi-
sion in the final bill. 

Our economic crisis is exacerbated 
further by the fact that we are a nation 
at war. Our brave and dedicated sol-
diers should not have to return to U.S. 
soil to find that, facing foreclosure ac-
tion, they no longer have a home. I am 
pleased that this bill will delay fore-
closure action for returning soldiers 
and also provide them 1 year of relief 
from increases in mortgage rates. The 
bill also provides additional home-
ownership opportunities for veterans 
through increases in the VA loan guar-
antee amount. There is also funding for 
home modifications for veterans with 
service-related disabilities. 

In addition to the provisions in this 
bill that help alleviate the suffering of 
the many families in dire straits, this 
legislation will help stimulate the 
slumping housing market and help to 
ease the broader economic slowdown. 

One key provision of this bill is a 1- 
year, $8,000 tax credit available for 
first-time homebuyers. The homebuyer 
would repay the money over time, 
similar to an interest-free loan. I have 
heard from realtors, prospective buy-
ers, home builders and many others 
who believe this would help reduce the 
existing stock of vacant housing. 

The availability of quality, afford-
able housing is critical to the economic 
health of America. This legislation 
would help create additional affordable 
rental housing and increased home-
ownership opportunities for low-in-
come families by creating a new Hous-
ing Trust Fund and a Capital Magnet 
Fund. These funds, which would be pro-
vided as grants to States, would great-
ly help those who need it most because 
the funds are required to be used pri-
marily for the benefit of low-income 
families. The bill also provides incen-
tives to spur development of affordable 
housing property by the private sector 
through increases to current programs 
such as the Low Income Housing Tax 
Credit. 

It is not enough to simply alleviate 
the Nation’s present suffering and get 
us back on track for the time being. 
Congress has a responsibility to do 

what it can to ensure that a housing 
crisis of this sort does not happen 
again. To that end, this bill contains a 
number of provisions aimed at helping 
homeowners avoid foreclosure and re-
forming major Federal players in the 
housing market: the Federal Housing 
Administration and the housing gov-
ernment-sponsored enterprises, includ-
ing Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. 

As I observed during the roundtable 
discussions I hosted in Michigan, many 
counselors are doing good work on the 
ground to try and help families avoid 
foreclosure. However, foreclosure pre-
vention counselors are overwhelmed, 
and a lack of funds is tying the hands 
of local groups trying to help keep fam-
ilies on track. This bill would provide 
$150 million for pre-foreclosure coun-
seling and $30 million for legal services 
to help keep people in their homes. 

This bill also establishes a new, inde-
pendent regulator for the housing Gov-
ernment Sponsored Enterprises, GSEs, 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. Through 
capital standards, audits and other in-
ternal controls, this regulator will 
oversee the safety and soundness of 
these financial giants who play such a 
key role in our housing markets. 

I am pleased that this bill also incor-
porates long-awaited legislation to 
modernize and expand the Federal 
Housing Administration. These reforms 
will help provide access to homeowner-
ship to families in higher cost areas 
who have not been able to take advan-
tage of the FHA program in the past, 
by raising the FHA loan limit. It will 
also provide counseling for first-time 
homebuyers as well as homeowners 
who are having trouble making their 
mortgage payments through FHA, and 
improve the FHA loss mitigation proc-
ess to help struggling homeowners stay 
in their homes. 

Finally, many blame predatory lend-
ing practices, at least in part, for the 
excessive number of irresponsible loans 
made to subprime borrowers. In re-
sponse, this bill amends the Truth in 
Lending Act, TILA, to, among other 
things, require that borrowers be in-
formed of the maximum monthly pay-
ments possible under their loan, and 
ensure full disclosures are provided no 
later than 7 days before closing so bor-
rowers can shop for another loan if 
they are dissatisfIed with the terms. In 
order to discourage unscrupulous be-
havior, statutory damages for TILA 
violations have been increased 10-fold, 
from current rates of $200 and $400 to 
$2,000 and $4,000, respectively. 

I support this comprehensive housing 
legislation, and am confident that, 
once enacted, it will provide much- 
needed relief to many struggling home-
owners in Michigan and across the 
country. Addressing the foreclosure 
crisis will require a team effort among 
Federal, State, and local governments, 
community and neighborhood organi-
zations, and lenders, brokers, and bor-
rowers. This bill recognizes that fact. 
It provides an opportunity to help keep 
struggling families in their homes. It 

provides an opportunity to help restore 
our housing markets by keeping declin-
ing property values stable. It will pro-
tect neighborhoods from a glut of va-
cant homes. I will continue to work 
with my colleagues to get this bill 
passed, and, if need be, to overcome a 
Presidential veto. This legislation can-
not come too soon. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I yield 4 
minutes to my friend, the Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, we are 
nearing the end of a long debate in the 
Senate dealing with what some people 
call the housing bill, but as we know, it 
is more than housing. One of the big ti-
tles in it deals with the reform of the 
government-sponsored enterprises— 
GSEs commonly known as Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac, as well as the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board. 

We know that we are in a housing 
crisis in this country. We have a lot 
more houses than we probably need 
right now, and we have a lot of people 
who are going to be facing foreclosure. 
So, working together with Senator 
DODD and our staffs, we have tried to 
come up with a plan to give thousands 
of people an opportunity for some re-
lief. It is not a Government bailout. It 
is not taxpayers’ money. It gives them 
an opportunity—assuming a lender is 
about to foreclose on someone—to get 
together with someone else who has 
borrowed money and say: Look, if you 
can get this refinanced through the 
FHA modernization plan, if we can do 
that and we can cut down on the value 
of the mortgage—take a haircut, so to 
speak—this is better than a fore-
closure. 

Lenders know the worst thing in the 
world for them is foreclosure. Bor-
rowers know that too, because it is a 
dangerous game people play. Going 
back to the Fannie Mae and Freddie 
Mac situation, we know they play a 
huge role—a central role—in our hous-
ing, but we also know that together 
they owe a little over $5 trillion; $5 
trillion in debt, and they are thinly 
capitalized because they are govern-
ment-sponsored enterprises. They have 
the implicit guarantee of the tax-
payer—the U.S. Government, basically. 
I have no reason to believe we would 
let them go under because there is a lot 
at stake. The way to keep them from 
getting in worse financial shape is to 
create a strong regulator that will 
monitor them closer than they have 
been in the past to make sure they 
have adequate capital. 

With Senator DODD’s 28 years and my 
22 years on the Banking Committee, we 
have 50 years. In our combined 50 years 
on the Banking Committee, we have 
seen financial debacles. We have seen 
good times and bad times. What we are 
trying to do is prevent as many head-
aches and hardships as we can, not only 
to homeowners but ultimately to the 
American people by reforming GSEs. I 
hope this is a big first step today. 

I wish to take a minute to commend 
my colleague, Senator DODD, chairman 
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of the Banking Committee. As I en-
joyed my 4 years serving as chairman, 
I also enjoy working with Senator 
DODD and his staff. I wish to commend 
his staff as well as my staff, our Repub-
lican staff on the Banking Committee, 
including Bill Duhnke, Mark Oesterle 
and others, for all the work they have 
done here, night and day, and it is not 
over yet. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut is recognized. 
Mr. DODD. Mr. President, first let 

me thank my colleague from Alabama, 
Senator SHELBY. He makes it sound 
like Methuselah this morning referring 
to those years we have served together 
in the Senate, combined years of serv-
ice. I have been a member of the Bank-
ing Committee since my first day as a 
Member of this body in January of 1981. 
I have served under and with a lot of 
different people on that committee, 
going back to Bill Proxmire of Wis-
consin, who was the ranking Democrat 
in those days; Jake Garn, who was the 
chairman of the Banking Committee in 
1981, the Senator from Utah. Over the 
years, Senator Riegle, Phil Gramm, 
and Paul Sarbanes, of course, chaired 
the committee, as well as, of course, 
Senator SHELBY. 

This is an important moment for this 
body. We have a severe housing crisis 
in the country. I don’t need to keep re-
peating that. All Members recognize it. 
When we go home and talk to our con-
stituents, as we did over the last week 
or so, we see that this problem is not 
going away. We were hoping that some-
how the market would be taking care 
of all of this and by now we would be 
seeing that proverbial light at the end 
of the tunnel, but the only light we see 
is the light of a train coming. Unless 
we act promptly, we are looking at a 
situation that will only get worse. 

Our legislation is not the salvation of 
every problem. I wish to make clear to 
my colleagues that what Senator SHEL-
BY and I and the other 19 members of 
our committee have done is to fashion 
some proposals that we think will 
make a significant contribution to the 
issue, maybe the most important one 
being a sense of optimism and con-
fidence that this Congress of ours, de-
spite the narrow margins that split us 
as two parties in this body, can actu-
ally work together to get something 
done. 

There is a growing fear in the coun-
try—in fact, more than growing—that 
we are incapable of doing much here; 
that we can’t seem to get much done 
because of the partisan divide. This bill 
argues strenuously against that con-
clusion. By a vote of 19 to 2, this com-
mittee marked up this piece of legisla-
tion. 

We have now been on the Senate 
floor debating this because of the very 
difficult parliamentary situation we 
are presented with as a result of what 
the House of Representatives sent us, 
so we have spent this much time on 
this legislation. However, I think we 

have a very good product reflected by 
the votes that have occurred over the 
last several weeks. I think the lowest 
vote total on any single proposal that 
has been either offered or suggested 
has been something like 77 votes, show-
ing that an overwhelming majority of 
people are supporting this committee 
product, and we appreciate that as 
members of the Banking Committee. 

So this action is coming none too 
soon. Today the RealtyTrac reported 
that over 250,000 families went into 
foreclosure in the month of June. That 
is a 53-percent increase over last year. 
We all throw these statistics around 
rather easily in this Chamber, but 
numbers, while staggering, are faceless 
and nameless. Behind every one of 
these numbers, that 250,000, that 53-per-
cent increase, is a mother, is a father, 
is a family, and children whose lives 
have been unalterably changed for the 
worse because they are going to lose 
their home. They are going to lose 
their home. 

Just imagine, if you will, those who 
have not been in that situation, what it 
would be like to wake up this morning 
and know that you have a foreclosure 
notice on your home, that you can’t 
meet your obligations and you have to 
face your children, you have to face 
your spouse, you have to face your co-
workers, and you have to find some 
other place to live. Mr. President, 
250,000 people went through that in the 
month of June, 1,500,000 over the last 
year, and we are still here debating 
this bill and whether we can do any-
thing to make a difference in people’s 
lives. 

What is happening today is a trag-
edy, a significant tragedy for these 
people, for their neighbors, for their 
communities, and for our country. The 
cover story in this week’s issue of Busi-
ness Week is entitled ‘‘The Home Price 
Abyss: Why the Threat of a Free Fall is 
Growing.’’ I think the article sums up 
very well the threat we are trying to 
address with this legislation. 

Let me quote from it: 
The risk to the financial system and the 

economy is that the price drop, which is al-
ready horrifying, will start feeding on itself. 

It goes on to say: 
When home values fall low enough, hard- 

pressed homeowners become less able or less 
willing to keep paying their mortgages. That 
forces lenders to repossess homes and then 
dump them back on the market at fire sale 
prices, which depresses further the prices in 
those neighborhoods and leads to even more 
foreclosures. 

When we consider the role home eq-
uity has played in supporting consumer 
spending, we can see that this vicious 
cycle can create a disaster. We have al-
ready had hundreds of thousands of job 
losses and the like. I think we all rec-
ognize we have a responsibility to act. 

Today, we have an opportunity to 
pass the Housing and Economic Recov-
ery Act of 2008, which will help us 
begin to address this crisis and the 
larger economic turmoil. I wish to add 
that we would have liked to have con-

sidered other amendments. Other col-
leagues had ideas to add to this bill. 
Because of a handful of Members who 
don’t want any more consideration, we 
are forced into this situation. A num-
ber of amendments had been worked 
out between Democrats and Repub-
licans, but we cannot even offer those. 
That is the situation. I regret that be-
cause there were some good ideas, 
frankly, that could have been added to 
the bill as it leaves here. But that is 
the situation. Candidly, we cannot wait 
longer, having gone weeks going 
through the parliamentary rigmarole 
on the floor of the Senate. 

I will sum up again the legislation we 
are about to pass and send on to the 
House. The bill establishes the Hopeful 
Homeowners Act to assist at least 
400,000, maybe 500,000 families to keep 
their homes and stabilize their neigh-
borhoods. It does so after asking both 
lenders and borrowers to make finan-
cial sacrifices. It does so at absolutely 
no cost to the taxpayer. It creates a 
new class of regulation for Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac. 

You can look in the Wall Street 
Journal of this morning if you doubt 
whether we should act or we can wait 
longer. The headline is: ‘‘U.S. Mulls 
Future of Fannie, Freddie.’’ If you 
think we ought to wait longer to try to 
get something better out of the bill, 
consider what we may have happen to 
these GSEs, which are critical to pro-
viding stability in the housing market. 
The world-class regulator, which is 
something we tried to do over the last 
7 years, is finally done in this bill on a 
bipartisan basis. Recent news makes it 
clear these entities need a strong regu-
lator to ensure they are viable and 
healthy institutions. 

The bill raises the loan limit from 
$417,000 to as high as $625,000, so the 
GSEs can play a more active role in 
stabilizing the housing market. I wish 
to point out that this loan limit is con-
siderably higher than what was in-
cluded in the committee-passed bill. 
Senator SHELBY, to his credit, and I 
agreed to do this in an effort to accom-
modate the interest of the other body, 
the House. And also the people who live 
in higher cost States, the higher num-
bers will be important for them to get 
relief as well from the bill. 

Treasury Secretary Paulson said 
passing this legislation is the most im-
portant thing we can do to address the 
housing crisis. The bill modernizes the 
FHA program, raising the loan limit 
from $362,000 to $625,000. The FHA 
proved its value in the current crisis. It 
continues to be a stable source of mort-
gage credit, while many other lenders 
have failed. This bill will make sure 
FHA is available to even more Amer-
ican families. 

To give you some idea of how this af-
fects people, by raising these limits to 
the $625,000 level from $417,000, we will 
now cover 85 percent of the American 
population and 98 percent of the coun-
ties in America. The other 2 percent 
are the very high-cost counties. My 
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State has one of them, and several 
other States across the country do as 
well. But 85 percent of the American 
people are potentially covered by this 
bill, and 98 percent of the counties will 
be covered by the numbers we have 
raised from $417,000 to $625,000. When 
people tell you we are not reaching 
enough, we have reached about as far 
as you can reach if you are interested 
in helping those who may face more se-
rious problems. 

The bill includes a permanent afford-
able housing fund, financed by Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac, that will provide 
tens of thousands of affordable housing 
units in the future. Let me say, about 
this part of the bill, the GSE reform 
will be long lasting and important. The 
HOPE for Homeowners Act is tem-
porary; it doesn’t exist after 3 or 4 
years. Maybe the most important thing 
we will do is the affordable housing 
issue in this bill. No new tax money re-
quired. The money will come out of the 
GSEs. We know, as a matter of fact, 
that we have built very few affordable 
housing units in this country over the 
last number of years. And particularly 
those people losing their homes will 
have a hard time finding rental units. 
This is a permanent bill on affordable 
housing, and there is a means to pay 
for it without adding to the taxpayers’ 
costs. It is one of the most important 
long-lasting features of the bill. In the 
long term, that bill will make a huge 
difference for millions of people. 

Seventeen million people today spend 
half their disposable income on their 
houses. If you are on SSI, in fact, hous-
ing costs exceed the monthly benefits 
you get today under SSI. For millions 
of people in this country, that afford-
able housing provision can be very im-
portant in the long term. 

The bill includes a new protection for 
elderly homeowners taking out FHA- 
insured reverse mortgages so they are 
not deceived into using the proceeds 
from the loans to buy expensive and 
needless insurance products. These are 
provisions that were incorporated by 
Senator MCCASKILL, and we thank her 
for it. There is a new mortgage broker 
and lender licensing requirement that 
was added by Senator MARTINEZ and 
supported by Senator FEINSTEIN from 
California. That will begin to address 
many of the abuses of the mortgage 
process that have been perpetrated by 
brokers. 

In addition, the bill includes im-
proved disclosure requirements that 
were added by Senator REED of Rhode 
Island and Senator BOND of Missouri as 
well. Because of the effort of Senators 
KERRY, COLEMAN, AKAKA, CORNYN, and 
SANDERS, the bill expands the avail-
ability of VA housing programs. It in-
cludes a number of provisions to help 
returning veterans save their homes 
from foreclosure and provides new 
housing benefits to disabled vets as 
well. 

In an amendment adopted on the 
floor prior to the recess, we added lan-
guage by Senator KOHL of Wisconsin to 

create protections against foreclosure 
scams, and we reduced paperwork bur-
dens on certain small public housing 
authorities, thanks to the amendment 
by Senator SUNUNU. 

This legislation includes $3.9 billion 
in emergency community development 
block grant funds. This is a controver-
sial provision. I know some Members 
have raised concerns about it. I think 
all of us recognize that when we talk 
about a national crisis, with problems 
of foreclosures having a devastating ef-
fect in our States, obviously, resources 
locally, with property taxes declining 
for police and fire, and the like, our 
mayors and county officers are finding 
themselves further hard-strapped to 
meet their obligations. We thought an 
infusion of community development 
block grant money, targeted specifi-
cally to those communities that face 
high foreclosure rates, would be of ben-
efit to them to help them rehabilitate 
their communities and the foreclosed 
homes and get them back on the mar-
ket. This is still in the bill. 

I have been warned by Members of 
the other body that this provision will 
have to come out. I know some Mem-
bers want to strike it. It is going to 
stay in the bill that is going to the 
other body. They object to it because 
they don’t have a pay-for in it, and we 
do here. We call it emergency funding, 
as we do when we have hurricanes or 
other natural disasters occurring. This 
is similar to a natural disaster. If you 
are one of those 250,000 families who, in 
the month of June, lost their homes— 
whether by flood or by hurricane, be-
lieve me, it is a disaster. They lost it 
because they got lured into deals they 
could not afford or because there was a 
scam or deceptive practices going on. 
Don’t try to tell that family they have 
not faced a disaster. It is not a natural 
one, but nonetheless it is a disaster. 
The idea that we cannot provide addi-
tional funding to mayors and county 
executives to help out communities is 
something I am troubled by. It may 
come out of the bill when it comes 
back. I urge them to look hard at this 
and try to find a funding source. 

I ask unanimous consent for an addi-
tional 5 or 10 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I am 
going to object, and I will explain why. 
We have a committee hearing we are 
working through this vote, and so I do 
object. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator has 2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. DODD. I will yield that time to 
my colleague from New Jersey. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from New Jersey is 
recognized. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Connecticut 
for his leadership. I rise to express my 
disappointment that it appears that 
the managers’ package is being blocked 
by one or two of my friends on the 

other side of the aisle. This package in-
cludes, among other important provi-
sions, my amendment, offered by fam-
ily and children organizations across 
the country, to help children who are 
the silent victims of the housing crisis. 

My amendment authorizes $30 mil-
lion in additional funding into the ex-
isting McKinney-Vento Homeless Edu-
cation Program to support children di-
rectly impacted by foreclosures. There 
are about 2 million children in this 
country, including 50,000 in New Jersey 
and over half a million Latino children 
nationwide, who will be directly im-
pacted by the foreclosure crisis, plac-
ing them at risk of poor school per-
formance, behavior problems, and 
other challenges as well. 

While we provide lower interest rates 
supporting the homebuilding industry 
and reform mortgage lending practices, 
several children’s organizations and 
educational organizations have asked 
for this amendment as a modest way 
that our Nation can support the nearly 
2 million children who are suffering the 
consequences of decisions made com-
pletely outside their control. 

The foreclosure crisis is damaging 
our economy. Let us not forget that 
the children who have no say, no abil-
ity to make a difference in their lives, 
are the real victims of this crisis and, 
even worse, they are the silent victims. 
It is not fair these children get lost in 
the paperwork or in the politics of one 
Member, and they deserve our full sup-
port. 

This amendment was being cospon-
sored by several colleagues. We worked 
with Senator ENZI, who had original ju-
risdiction, along with Senator KEN-
NEDY, to get the language right. We ap-
preciate Senator SHELBY having it in 
the managers’ package. If that cannot 
move forward, these children will be 
left unprotected. That is a disgrace. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. All time has expired. 

The clerk will report the motion to 
invoke cloture. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the motion to 
disagree to the amendments of the House, 
adding a new title and inserting a new sec-
tion, to the amendment of the Senate to 
H.R. 3221, the Foreclosure Prevention Act. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. By unanimous consent, the man-
datory quorum call is waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
disagree to the amendments of the 
House, adding a new title and inserting 
a new section to the amendment of the 
Senate to H.R. 3221, shall be brought to 
a close? The yeas and nays are manda-
tory under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Massachusetts 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:17 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S10JY8.REC S10JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6521 July 10, 2008 
(Mr. KENNEDY), and the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WEBB). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 84, 
nays 12, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 170 Leg.] 
YEAS—84 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Craig 
Dodd 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 

Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 

Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—12 

Barrasso 
Bond 
Bunning 
Coburn 

Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Ensign 

Enzi 
Inhofe 
Kyl 
Vitter 

NOT VOTING—4 

Clinton 
Kennedy 

McCain 
Obama 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 84, the nays are 12. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

Cloture having been invoked on the 
motion to disagree to the two remain-
ing House amendments, the motion of-
fered by the majority leader to concur 
with an amendment to the first such 
House amendment falls. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, under an 

order entered yesterday with respect to 
Executive Calendar Nos. 665 and 666, I 
now ask unanimous consent that upon 
conclusion of the cloture vote with re-
spect to the House message to accom-
pany H.R. 3221, regardless of the out-
come, the Senate proceed to executive 
session to consider the nominations as 
provided for under the conditions and 
limitations of the previous order; fur-
ther, that upon conclusion of the de-
bate or yielding back of time on the 
nominations, the nominations be set 
aside until 2 p.m. today, at which time 
the Senate then proceed to vote on 
confirmation, as specified in the pre-
vious order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Chair hears none, and it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, for the in-
formation of all Senators, I have been 
advised by Senators DODD and SHELBY 
that they likely will be able to finish 
their work on the housing bill today. 

We have also pending a cloture vote 
tomorrow morning on the PEPFAR 
bill. I have had a conversation with the 
Republican assistant leader and we 
kind of know where we are on this 
issue. We could, with consent, move 
that vote up today or do it in the 
morning. Whatever, we on this side 
would be satisfied to do it today. 

I have had a conversation with Sen-
ator BIDEN, who has helped a great deal 
on this piece of legislation, and he said 
he was going to confer with Senator 
LUGAR to see if the last kinks can be 
worked out. Frankly, that is doubtful. 
So we can either have that cloture vote 
in the morning or this afternoon, and 
we await the word of the minority as 
to what they wish to do on that issue. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATIONS OF GENERAL DAVID 
H. PETRAEUS AND LIEUTENANT 
GENERAL RAYMOND T. ODIERNO 
TO BE GENERAL 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session and consider 
the following nominations, which the 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nominations of Gen. David H. 
Petraeus and Lt. Gen. Raymond T. 
Odierno, Department of the Army, to 
be general. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

The Senator from Michigan. 
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, we have 

these two nominations before us. I un-
derstand the vote on the two nomina-
tions will take place at 2 p.m. or there-
abouts. 

The Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee unanimously approved the nom-
ination of General Petraeus for re-
appointment to the grade of general 
and to be commander of the U.S. Cen-
tral Command, and also the nomina-
tion of LTG Raymond Odierno for ap-
pointment to the grade of general to be 
commander of the Multinational Force 
Iraq. The confirmation of these nomi-
nations will provide a continuity of 
senior military leadership for the re-
gion and for Operation Iraqi Freedom. 
This continuity in U.S. military lead-
ership will be helpful in working with 
regional and Iraqi political and mili-
tary leaders. 

General Petraeus brings a large 
amount of experience and leadership to 
the position of CENTCOM commander. 
He has served over 30 years in the mili-
tary, including 3 tours of duty in Iraq, 
first as commander of the 101st Air-
borne Division, then as commander of 
the Multinational Security Transition 
Command Iraq, and since February of 
2007, as commander of the Multi-

national Force Iraq. As the Multi-
national Force Iraq commander, Gen-
eral Petraeus has led a shift in tactics 
in Iraq, helping to calm, hopefully per-
manently, very violent sectarian con-
flict. 

If confirmed as CENTCOM com-
mander, General Petraeus would con-
tinue to oversee the U.S. troops in 
Iraq, drawing on his knowledge of the 
situation on the ground and his work-
ing relationships with Iraqi political 
and military leaders. He would also be 
responsible for addressing an increas-
ingly violent insurgency in Afghani-
stan and other important national se-
curity interests throughout the 
CENTCOM region. 

General Odierno is well qualified for 
his new duties, with 32 years of uni-
formed service, including 2 tours in 
Iraq, first as commander of the 4th In-
fantry Division, and until recently as 
commander, Multinational Corps Iraq, 
in which he worked directly under the 
command of General Petraeus. He has 
assisted the change in operational ap-
proach in Iraq toward counterinsur-
gency. He understands that Iraqis must 
achieve political reconciliation to 
unite their country and to provide 
more effective governance for Iraq. He 
understands the importance of and is 
committed to increasing the Iraqi se-
curity forces technical capability, pro-
fessionalism, evenhandedness, and full 
integration so they can eventually as-
sume total and effective responsibility 
for their own nation’s stability. He un-
derstands the recent gains in reducing 
violence, controlling militias, and re-
jection of al-Qaida must be supported 
and expanded by an Iraqi Government 
which grows more capable and is more 
attuned to meeting the needs of the 
Iraqi people. And most importantly, 
General Odierno understands the neces-
sity for Iraqi political leaders to take 
responsibility for their own country— 
to take responsibility politically, eco-
nomically, and militarily. 

So our country, I believe, is indebted 
to the service of General Petraeus and 
General Odierno for their willingness 
to continue that service, and we are 
also indebted to their families for the 
sacrifices those families endure when 
their two loved ones spend so much 
time in such difficult areas. 

I urge my colleagues to support these 
two nominations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I wish 
to inform the chairman that I shall 
speak myself, and Senators SESSIONS, 
CHAMBLISS, and GRAHAM also hope to 
be recognized. I have inquired at the 
desk, and there is some flexibility in 
our time here this morning, and we 
will go from one side to the other if 
Senator LEVIN has colleagues who are 
going to speak. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, on that 
point, what is the time situation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the order, there is 20 minutes equally 
divided. 
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Mr. LEVIN. And how much time did 

I use? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority side has 6 minutes 34 seconds, 
and the Republican side has 9 minutes 
24 seconds. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I reserve 
the remainder of my time. I have no 
objection to Senator WARNER’s yielding 
to the Senators he has identified, or 
other Senators speaking beyond that 9 
minutes, or whatever time he has. But 
I will have to reserve the remainder of 
my time, because I think there may be 
speakers on my side who may oppose 
the nominations, and I want to protect 
them if they do. So I ask that same 
courtesy then be agreed to by the good 
Senator from Virginia, if there is addi-
tional time needed on our side for 
speakers. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, subject 
to my leadership, I will certainly rec-
ommend that be done. 

Mr. President, very simply, two of 
America’s finest sons are before this 
body with the very important responsi-
bility entrusted by the Founding Fa-
thers as they wrote the Constitution of 
the United States; namely, that the 
Senate shall give advice and consent. I 
have had the privilege through my life-
time to be associated with many senior 
officers of all branches of our military. 
I say unreservedly, these are two of the 
most extraordinary that I have been 
privileged to know and work with in 
my long career. 

On many trips to Afghanistan and to 
Iraq with the distinguished chairman 
of the committee—we so often travel 
together—on a number of those occa-
sions we worked directly with General 
Petraeus and General Odierno. There-
fore, they both have my strongest en-
dorsement, and I congratulate them in-
dividually and I also congratulate their 
families. These are two fine officers, 
and their families have participated in 
their careers and backed them. If you 
look at the length of service that each 
has had in four deployed regions, most 
specifically Iraq, it has been a very ex-
tensive period of time, and the con-
sequences on the family are often dif-
ficult to bear. But the families have 
stood by these fine officers through 
these long deployments. 

Both nominees have had extraor-
dinary experience, and therefore I an-
ticipate we will have a very positive 
confirmation by the Senate. They are 
highly experienced, indeed specifically 
trained. I sort of edited that word into 
my remarks because they have served a 
number of times in Iraq and moved up 
to higher responsibilities—in the case 
of General Odierno, and in General 
Petraeus, he takes on responsibility for 
the entire region. But he is magnifi-
cently trained to do so. 

Further, as we approach, again, our 
constitutional system by which we 
change Presidents, there is a con-
tinuity that these two officers offer by 
virtue of serving in these positions, if 
it is the will of the next President. 
That is invaluable in this region. That 

is because, as the distinguished occu-
pant of the chair and many others 
know, the cultural situation in this 
part of the world is a very challenging 
one to fully understand and appreciate; 
to see that our Armed Forces act with 
them, work with them in such a way as 
to achieve the goals but at the same 
time protect our Armed Forces. 

I say ‘‘with’’ because the nations of 
Iraq and Afghanistan are now sov-
ereign nations. As such, we are there 
by consent of that sovereignty to work 
with their forces. 

I also add that I don’t know that I 
have ever experienced a dimension in 
contemporary times where the profes-
sional officers have had to work so 
very closely with other members of the 
executive branch, notably the National 
Security Council and the Department 
of State, working hand in hand. 

The current Ambassador in Iraq, Am-
bassador Crocker, is well known in the 
Senate, and I believe extremely ad-
mired and respected for the services he 
has rendered. He has been a partner 
with General Petraeus in working 
through their individual responsibil-
ities, coming before the Congress joint-
ly to make their reports. They know 
the region, they know the background, 
and they are fully qualified to under-
take these responsibilities. 

At this point, I would like to yield 
the floor to my other colleagues. I may 
have a few closing remarks. 

I see the distinguished Senator from 
Georgia, a member of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia is recognized. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, Sen-
ator WARNER, Chairman LEVIN, thanks 
for getting these nominations up in 
short order. 

I rise to speak in favor of the nomi-
nations of GEN David Petraeus to be 
Commander, United States Central 
Command, and LTG Raymond Odierno 
to be General and Commander, Multi- 
National Forces—Iraq. 

Over the past few years under the 
leadership of these two men we have 
seen vast improvements in the condi-
tions on the ground in Iraq, the quality 
and number of the Iraqi security 
forces, and increasing ownership of the 
political process and issues facing their 
country by the Iraqi government and 
the Iraqi people. These accomplish-
ments are due to the efforts of our 
young men and women in uniform who 
have sacrificed to defend our values 
and build democracy in Iraq. General 
Petreaus and General Odierno have led 
these men and women and they have 
done so ably, wisely, and with integrity 
and professionalism. They are without 
question the right men for the jobs for 
which they have been nominated. 

Our young soldiers, sailors, airmen, 
and marines in Iraq and Afghanistan 
have had the opportunity to be led by 
some of the greatest military leader-
ship we have witnessed in our era. Gen-
eral Petraeus and General Odierno em-
body our military values and leader-

ship principles in the tradition of great 
military leaders who have come before 
them. These two combat veterans, who 
between them have served our Nation 
in uniform for over 60 years, have dem-
onstrated that they have the skills and 
commitment to carry out and complete 
our mission in Iraq and safeguard our 
150,000 servicemembers in Iraq. 

With the right leadership—which 
these two generals can provide—Iraq 
will continue to benefit from the im-
plementation of our current military 
and security strategy. I feel honored to 
have witnessed the efforts of these two 
soldiers and am certain that their lead-
ership will continue to successfully 
guide our efforts in Iraq. 

I have had the opportunity to visit 
one on one with both General Petraeus 
and Lieutenant General Odierno on the 
multiple trips I made to Iraq. I often 
refer to David Petraeus as being the 
best soldier that the U.S. Army has 
today. General Odierno is right there 
with him. They have the greatest men 
and women serving under them. With-
out their outstanding leadership, cer-
tainly we would not have been able to 
accomplish what we have in Iraq over 
the past year and a half. 

The first time I saw David Petraeus 
in action in Iraq was while training 
Iraqi security forces. He did a great job 
correlating the efforts of the Iraqi 
military on the ground with the secu-
rity forces. He had a way of directing 
the Iraqi military commanders in a 
way that was extremely unusual, very 
positive, and very professional. 

Today, what we are seeing as a result 
of the efforts of David Petraeus is an 
Iraqi military that is growing stronger, 
more confident and in the short term, 
is going to be in a much better position 
than certainly they are even today of 
protecting the citizens of Iraq from ex-
ternal sources. They will also help the 
security forces provide domestic secu-
rity for Iraqi citizens. 

General Odierno has made great sac-
rifices by being away from his family 
for so long. He just returned from Iraq. 
Now we are asking him—and he has 
graciously committed, once again, for 
the benefit of service to our country— 
to return to Iraq to be in the position 
of commander on the ground. He is 
truly a great individual and certainly 
his record in the military speaks for 
itself. 

Both of these men deserve our ut-
most respect and certainly a strong 
vote in this body confirming their posi-
tions. 

In closing, let me say a commitment 
to the military is a family commit-
ment. Both General Petraeus and Gen-
eral Odierno have made great sacrifices 
being away from their families for ex-
tended periods of time—not just while 
they have been serving our country in 
Iraq and Afghanistan but certainly pre-
vious to that time also. I do know they 
have been away from home for an ex-
tended period of time. Without the 
great support of their families they 
would not have been as successful as 
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they have. I salute their families as 
well as saluting them both. 

I urge this body to give a strong and 
resounding vote in favor of these two 
men for the positions for which they 
have respectively been nominated. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. WARNER. I thank the Senator 

from Georgia. He is a strong voice on 
the Senate Armed Services Committee. 
His views with regard to the qualifica-
tions of these two officers with whom 
he has worked over these many years 
are of great value to the Senate. 

Mr. President, I see the presence on 
the floor of our distinguished col-
league, another member of the com-
mittee, Senator SESSIONS. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alabama is recognized. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I 

thank Senator WARNER. I would share 
a few thoughts. You might ask why is 
it that generals throughout our his-
tory, particularly successful generals, 
have been as popular as they have 
been? I think it is because they are 
called upon to lead our soldiers in a 
life-and-death struggle. And at given 
times in history, some people’s talents 
and gifts and understanding of the na-
ture of the combat are such that they 
can bring us to success with the least 
possible cost and the least number of 
lives lost. I believe—not that other 
generals are not as good or as decent 
people—but at certain times certain 
people have those capabilities. 

In General Petraeus we are fortunate 
to have one of our finest commanders. 
We are particularly fortunate that his 
gifts and graces and talents are such 
that they are perfectly suited to the 
type of combat in which we have been 
involved. He was a commander of the 
101st Airborne. He is a warrior. He 
knows the nature of combat. He is a 
sensitive and decent person, but he un-
derstands the nature of combat and the 
importance of victory. He knows how 
to impose a cost on an enemy and min-
imize the losses to the American side. 
I think we are lucky to have him. 

He finished at the top of his class at 
West Point, one of their outstanding 
graduates. He was No. 1 in his class at 
the Army’s Command and General 
Staff College. He has a Ph.D. from 
Princeton University in international 
relations. He has taught that subject as 
well. 

When I first met him he was in Iraq. 
The 101st had taken Mosul in the 
north. He had a superb grasp of the sit-
uation. He was reaching out to rec-
oncile the disparate groups. He intro-
duced me to the town council. One 
member was a Kurd and one was a 
Christian and one was a Sunni and one 
was a Shia. It was an effort that he un-
derstood was important: to reconcile 
the differences there. After his depar-
ture, things did not go as well as when 
he was there. 

The second time I met him in Iraq 
was when he was in charge of training 
the local Iraqi police and military. 

President Bush had asked him to go 
back and do that important task. It 
was a critically important task, the 
President believed, and General 
Petraeus was one of the most talented 
people we had, so he was asked to go 
back. He worked in that capacity for a 
year. 

He came home and then wrote the 
counterinsurgency manual for the De-
partment of Defense. This thick man-
ual is a doctrinal statement on how to 
confront and defeat an insurgency, a 
very important skill at this time in 
history. The ink was hardly dry on 
that document when President Bush 
and the Secretary of Defense asked him 
to go back to Iraq and command our 
forces. 

So in February of 2007 we confirmed 
him by an overwhelming vote to go 
back and lead our forces in Iraq. Dur-
ing that time the surge was debated, 
and the Congress overwhelmingly, in a 
bipartisan way, confirmed General 
Petraeus to go to Iraq. And later in 
May we voted to fund that surge. The 
phrase often used was: to give General 
Petraeus a chance. We wanted to give 
him a chance to employ new tactics a 
and more classic counterinsurgency 
doctrine, in which he was an expert. As 
a man who had already spent 2 years in 
Iraq, he was already closely attuned to 
all of the difficulties in that country. 
He went back and had extraordinary 
success. 

General Odierno has also been there 
all along, and played an instrumental 
role in the U.S. military’s success. I 
had the opportunity to visit with him 
twice in Iraq, an extremely important 
man. In the Weekly Standard, Fred-
erick Kagan and Kimberly Kagan, very 
astute observers of the scene in Iraq, 
referred to General Odierno, as: ‘‘The 
Patton of Counterinsurgency.’’ They 
said: 

With a sequence of brilliant offenses, Ray-
mond Odierno adopted the Petraeus Doctrine 
into a successful operational art. 

So we are lucky to have a good team 
here. The Kagans refer to generals 
coming in pairs. They noted: Eisen-
hower and Patton, Grant and Sherman, 
Napoleon and Davout, Marlborough 
and Eugene, Caesar and Labienus. Well, 
I do not know why he did not mention 
Lee and Jackson in that group. But 
generals do often come in pairs, and 
this pair is unique. 

Now General Petraeus will be moving 
up to command the Central Command. 
Of course his most critical areas are 
Iraq and Afghanistan. General Odierno 
will be replacing General Petraeus, and 
I believe we could not have a better cir-
cumstance from a command point of 
view. I could not be happier with the 
team we have there. I will note that 
this May, under their leadership, we 
saw the fewest U.S. deaths of any 
month since the war began, and July is 
currently on pace to see even fewer. 
Remarkable progress has happened. We 
should confirm these people and be 
most thankful that we have them as 
leaders. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I thank 
our distinguished colleague from Ala-
bama, a member of the committee. He 
is a very strong voice. I only add to 
your observations, which are very ac-
curate about the situation in Iraq, we 
all share a concern about the wors-
ening situation in Afghanistan, and 
that will become General Petraeus’s 
top responsibility. We are fortunate 
that he is eminently qualified and has 
studied the culture of the region, hav-
ing understood the complexity, the 
geopolitical situation with regard to 
Pakistan and Iran. He is eminently 
qualified to step in and be the com-
mander of those forces in that region. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I agree. I note he has 
a Ph.D. from Princeton in inter-
national relations. He has taught that. 
So you are right. He has the combat 
experience as well as the geopolitical 
expertise. 

Mr. WARNER. But his boots are on 
the ground now, not writing disserta-
tions. 

Mr. President, I see our distinguished 
colleague from South Carolina. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Carolina. 
Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I wish 

to thank Senator LEVIN and the com-
mittee for moving these names forward 
so we can get these two fine men into 
new jobs. The committee worked very 
decisively and quickly, and we are 
going to have a vote here soon. I hope 
we can get as close to 100 as possible. 

My observation about these two offi-
cers is very similar to what Senator 
SESSIONS said. But having met them 
and spent some time with them in the-
ater, and I got to know them pretty 
well, I need to say something on their 
behalf, that they could have not done 
this without the people under their 
command. 

I have spent a lot of time in Iraq, like 
many Members here. The soldiers, sail-
ors, airmen, marines, members of the 
Coast Guard, every civilian force, have 
performed magnificently. General 
Petraeus came up with a new strategy. 
Quite frankly, before he came along we 
were losing. 

You can talk about Iraq in any terms 
you want to, political or otherwise. 
But it was my view that the situation 
on the ground in Iraq, before this new 
strategy, was going to result in losing, 
that we were losing ground against the 
insurgency and that General Petraeus 
and General Odierno came up with a 
new way of doing business, getting the 
troops out into the field, the joint se-
curity stations, where our soldiers 
would live with the Iraqi police and the 
army. 

This has transformed the Iraqi Army, 
and the police are getting better. You 
see this in Basra, you see this in Mosul 
where the capacity of the Iraqi Army is 
a lot better than it was the last year in 
terms of the capability and numbers. It 
was a direct result of changing strat-
egy, getting out from behind the walls, 
taking the fight to the enemy. The 
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Anbar Province strategy, with the 
Sunnis, the Shiaas turning on al-Qaida, 
was the defining moment in this war. 
When General Petraeus came up with a 
strategy to try to get the Sunni popu-
lation to break away from al-Qaida by 
providing better security, that turned 
the tide in Anbar. 

The political progress we have seen 
with 15 of the 18 benchmarks being met 
by the Maliki government is a direct 
result of Ambassador Crocker and Gen-
eral Petraeus sitting down with the 
Iraqi leadership and doing a lot of hand 
holding. 

The military side of this is impor-
tant, but I hope the members of the 
body will appreciate how sophisticated 
General Petraeus, General Odierno, and 
Ambassador Crocker have been when it 
comes to the economic and political as-
pects of this. They have put money 
into projects that changed the quality 
of life in Iraq, that got people more 
emboldened to join with the Govern-
ment. They pushed the Sunnis, the 
Shiaas, and the Kurds to reach polit-
ical compromise. 

These are two of the most talented 
politicians I have ever met, even 
though they are in uniform. They are 
American commanders who were dealt 
a tough hand. And the politics of Iraq 
they understood as well, I believe, as 
the counterinsurgency problems the 
military faced. What they have 
brought to the table will go down in 
history as the most successful counter-
insurgency operation in the history of 
warfare. I have worked on judicial 
issues. They provided security to the 
judges, additional capacity in the rule 
of law area. General Petraeus told me 
early on: The population has to believe 
in the law, because if they do not be-
lieve in the Government and the law, 
they will go to militias. 

So we celebrate the success of these 
two men. But on their behalf, I wish to 
thank all of those who served under 
them, because they are the ones who 
made it happen, along with great lead-
ership. We are winning now. We have 
not won yet, but the difference in Iraq 
before and after is stunning. It is for 
all of us to see—progress politically, 
economically and militarily. I look for-
ward to promoting these two fine offi-
cers. Hats off to them and all those 
who serve in Iraq. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I thank 
our colleague from South Carolina. He 
is too modest to say it, but I think he 
has logged as many trips into that re-
gion as any of us here, very often in 
the company of Senator MCCAIN, who 
likewise has strong support for both of 
these officers. I thank the Senator for 
his work and his important contribu-
tion to the debate. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will return to legislative session. 

AMERICAN HOUSING RESCUE AND 
FORECLOSURE PREVENTION ACT 
OF 2008—CONTINUED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana. 

ROAD HOME TAX 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I thank the Senator 
from Virginia for his comments on the 
pending nominations. 

But I wanted to take a moment to 
speak about the housing bill that 
passed. It was a very significant piece 
of legislation. On behalf of the people 
of Louisiana, I wanted to come to the 
floor to specifically thank Senator 
DODD for his extraordinary leadership 
and tenacity in getting this bill 
through the floor of the Senate. It has 
been stuck for weeks. He got it 
unstuck this morning and passed it, 
and it has significant relief for home-
owners throughout America, to help us 
stem the foreclosure rate, to stem the 
tide of economic downturn in many 
counties throughout our country. But 
for Louisiana, it has some very special 
relief. Part of that bill was actually 
crafted by Senator BAUCUS and Senator 
GRASSLEY as chair and ranking mem-
ber of the Finance Committee, and 
there was a big piece of that in this 
housing bill. In that Finance piece was 
a tax relief provision that is, in my 
view, central, crucial, and vital to the 
recovery, ongoing recovery of South 
Louisiana and the gulf coast. 

We added this language to the Fore-
closure Prevention Act back in April, 
where it passed the Senate on a 74–5 
vote and I am pleased to see that the 
combined housing package preserves 
this critical assistance. 

In short, the legislation ensures that 
hurricane survivors are treated both 
fairly and with dignity as they struggle 
to rebuild their lives. 

As you know, when these storms, 
Katrina and Rita, hit, now 3 years ago, 
they were unprecedented in the size 
and scope of the destruction. This 
country has not seen anything like it 
in well over 100 years, and hopefully we 
will not see anything like it for an-
other 200 or 300 years. When we went to 
the Federal toolbox, if you will, to see 
what tools were available to help the 
250,000 homeowners who lost their 
homes, many did not have insurance 
because their homes were paid for, or 
they were not in the flood plain. They 
lost everything, their homes, their 
business, their place of worship, the 
schools their children went to. So when 
we went to the toolbox, there were not 
adequate tools to help them. We have 
been crafting those tools slowly. It has 
been agonizing for people who are wait-
ing for us to give them a hand. 

Many of these taxpaying, hard-work-
ing citizens are not asking for charity; 
they are asking for a chance to get 
their business back, get their feet back 
underneath them. 

As you know, I am sure it is this way 
in Virginia. Most middle-class and 
upwardly mobile families have most of 
their net worth tied up in their home. 

So when their home is considered de-
stroyed and the contents as well, it im-
pacts the financial stability of that 
family. 

That is why I have stayed focused on 
homes, on home rebuilding, and on 
small businesses, because it is the 
backbone of our recovery. I am proud 
to say that in this bill, we were able to 
deliver $1 billion of relief, literally $1 
billion of relief to homeowners who you 
could argue deserve more help than al-
most any group of homeowners in 
America. 

Again, these homeowners are suf-
fering kind of a double whammy. Not 
only did they go through Katrina and 
Rita, but they are also now in an at-
mosphere of a slow real estate market; 
in some places a market that is spi-
raling downward because of the atmos-
phere of the country and the economy; 
although actually at home our econ-
omy relative to the country is doing 
pretty well. 

This underlying bill provides relief to 
homeowners along the gulf coast who 
had their homes destroyed after Hurri-
canes Katrina, Rita, and Wilma. In 
2005, thousands of people along the gulf 
coast took casualty loss deductions on 
their tax returns due to damage that 
their properties sustained from the 
hurricanes. 

In 2007, many of the same people 
began to receive payments to cover un-
insured losses to their property under 
Louisiana’s Road Home program, Mis-
sissippi’s Housing Assistance program 
and similar programs in Florida and in 
Texas. 

The IRS has concluded, however, 
that individuals who took the casualty 
loss deduction in 2005 and subsequently 
received a grant payment must add the 
value of the casualty loss deduction 
their 2007 income. 

This decision not only increases the 
amount of taxable income but also: in-
creases an individual’s tax rate by 
bumping them into a higher tax brack-
et; subjects certain taxpayers to the 
Alternative Minimum Tax; phases out 
deductions; subjects an individual’s So-
cial Security benefits to additional 
taxation; and makes a taxpayer ineli-
gible for Federal student load aid. 

So this relief was absolutely essen-
tial. Take the example of two very 
similar families—the Jones and the 
Smiths. Both earn $75,000 a year and 
both had homes that suffered substan-
tial damage in Hurricane Rita. Both of 
the families received a road home 
grant of $75,000 in 2007 to cover unin-
sured losses to their homes. So at this 
point, they are exactly the same. 

In 2005, however, the Smiths took a 
$75,000 casualty loss deduction which 
entitled them to a refund of about 
$7,000. 

According to the IRS, the Smith fam-
ily had to add the value of their 2005 
casualty loss deduction, totaling 
$75,000, to their 2007 income. So what is 
the result of this? 

The Smith family had to pay $25,000 
in taxes while the Jones family will 
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have to pay about $7,000 in taxes. That 
is over a 350-percent increase in taxes. 
Not only did the Smith’s amount of 
taxable income increase, but they were 
bumped into a higher tax bracket so 
their rate of taxable income increased. 

So what does this bill do? This bill 
would permit taxpayers to amend their 
2005 tax returns to reduce or eliminate 
their casualty loss deductions. By 
eliminating or reducing their casualty 
loss deduction, they will not have to 
pay taxes on their road home grants. A 
current IRS regulation forbids individ-
uals from amending their returns 
under this circumstance. 

So what effect would the bill have 
upon the Smith family. At the outset, 
they will not have over a 350 percent 
increase in their taxes. They will, how-
ever, have to pay back their refund 
they got in 2005, which would be about 
$7,000 in addition to their normal taxes. 

So by no means does this bill allow a 
free ride or any sort of ‘‘double dip-
ping.’’ They still have to undo their 
casualty loss, but they will not be pro-
viding the IRS a windfall in taxes. 

Finally, behind the numbers, it is im-
portant to remember that these are 
real people who have undergone a trau-
matic event, having their homes de-
stroyed. 

The Smith family, before Senator 
GRASSLEY and Senator BAUCUS came to 
their aid, would have had to pay over 
$24,000 in taxes. These families literally 
are struggling to pay their electric bill, 
their utility bills, trying to pay double 
mortgages, rent and a mortgage on a 
house trying to keep their house to-
gether. They could not have possibly 
come up with $25,000. That is what we 
have corrected it. 

I thank this Senate for sending spe-
cial care and attention to a group, hun-
dreds of thousands of homeowners. It is 
not millions, it not tens of millions, 
but it is hundreds of thousands of 
homeowners along the gulf coast who 
would truly benefit immediately and 
correctly. This money will go into 
their pocket and hopefully they will be 
spending it on their new home or their 
new apartment or using it to pay back 
bills they had to charge to their credit 
cards to literally survive these last 
several years. 

This bill also extends an important 
provision to spur investment in resi-
dential and commercial property along 
the gulf coast. In response to Katrina 
and Rita, Congress enacted legislation 
that would permit bonus depreciation 
on new buildings. 

In order to take advantage of the 
bonus depreciation, investors needed to 
start construction on the property by 
December 31, 2007, and have the prop-
erty placed into service by December 
31, 2008, for lesser damaged counties 
and parishes and by December 31, 2010, 
for the most damaged counties and par-
ishes. 

However, replacing the basic infra-
structure needed to begin this con-
struction has been slow and difficult. 
New environmental standards, building 

codes, and the high price of insurance 
and labor have delayed new construc-
tion. Many projects are planned, but 
these delays have resulted in few ac-
tual construction starts. 

This bill would simply remove the 
commencement date to ensure that the 
gulf coast can sustain and strengthen 
its recovery in the housing and com-
mercial sectors. It does not change the 
completion date. By doing so, we can 
continue to build new residential and 
commercial properties that are nec-
essary to our recovery. 

I know this overall bill contains 
many critical parts to address our Na-
tion’s housing troubles but I thought 
that it was important to personalize 
how this bill will help thousands of 
people struggling to rebuild on the gulf 
coast. 

I am very proud of the Senate. I do 
believe we should give tax relief when 
it makes sense. This most certainly 
makes sense. And $1 billion is a lot of 
money. I know we are struggling to 
balance our budget, but I think this 
was a very worthy expenditure. I thank 
Senator DODD again, thank Senator 
GRASSLEY and Senator BAUCUS particu-
larly for remembering the families on 
the gulf coast and for helping them to 
achieve substantial tax savings by the 
passage of this bill. It will go a long 
way, with the other provisions in this 
bill, to help our recovery that is under-
way in the Gulf of Mexico. 

Madam President, I yield the floor 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CALIFORNIA FIRES 
Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 

rise today to express my deep gratitude 
to the men and women who are fight-
ing the wildfires now raging in my 
magnificent State of California. Over 
the last month, a swarm of dry light-
ning storms sparked more than 1,800 
fires across drought-ridden land in 
California. 

Governor Schwarzenegger and Presi-
dent Bush have declared a state of 
emergency in 11 counties and crews are 
still working to bring under control 
over 300 fires burning across more than 
600,000 acres of public and private land. 
Three hundred fires, and it is early 
July, and we do not get rain usually 
until November. 

In the fight against these fires, sup-
port has come from all quarters, in-
cluding the National Guards of 11 
States. I say to my colleagues all: 
Thank you for your contribution. Help 
has come from the U.S. Marine Corps, 
the Navy, even from NASA. 

I give special thanks to the more 
than 18,000—18,000—local, State, and 
Federal firefighters who have put their 

lives on the line over the last several 
weeks and continue to do so to fight 
these fires and protect our commu-
nities. 

The people of California owe a tre-
mendous debt of gratitude to the brave 
men and women of CalFire and the U.S. 
Forest Service as well as the California 
National Guard and all of the local fire 
departments who have gone above and 
beyond the call of duty in fighting 
these fires. 

Your courage and swift action during 
this recent series of firestorms have 
truly been heroic. You have risked 
your health and your well-being for the 
benefit of our people, of our commu-
nities, and we are all grateful. You are 
the heroes. 

Some 233 firefighter injuries have 
been reported in the past few weeks— 
233 firefighter injuries—and that is a 
testament to the great personal risk 
these men and women undertake every 
day. These fires are unpredictable. The 
winds are unpredictable, and the dan-
ger shifts at a moment’s notice. 

I am sad to report that these fires 
have claimed the life of one of our fire-
fighters. Robert Roland, who had been 
with the Anderson Valley Volunteer 
Fire Department in Mendocino County 
for only 3 months, passed away on July 
3, 2008, battling wildfires near the town 
of Philo. He was 63 years old—a volun-
teer firefighter. 

One of America’s greatest strengths 
is its spirit of voluntarism, and no-
where is that spirit more evident than 
in the tradition of volunteer fire-
fighting. 

We mourn his loss, and we remember 
and give thanks for his selfless efforts 
and those of all the firefighters—volun-
teer and professional—who put their 
lives on the line throughout California. 

The scale of these fires so early in 
the year is a stark reminder that we 
cannot afford to shortchange our fire 
preparedness. Being prepared means 
making sure adequate resources are 
available to fight and prevent fires. 
That is why I have consistently fought 
against the proposed cuts to the Assist-
ance to Firefighters Program. This pro-
gram provides Federal grants for equip-
ment and training to local fire depart-
ments and emergency medical services 
organizations. I do not think you need 
to look farther than the efforts being 
undertaken to save lives and protect 
communities right now in California to 
understand that those proposed cuts 
are wrongheaded. 

Preparedness is about more than 
funding. It also means making sure we 
have a fully staffed firefighting force 
on our public lands. 

I am concerned about the reports of 
inadequate staffing in our national for-
ests in California. Earlier this year, I 
called on the U.S. Forest Service to re-
solve the pay disparities and retention 
issues that have prevented them from 
recruiting and keeping qualified Fed-
eral firefighters in California. 

We also need to support the State 
and local efforts in order to manage 
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the risk posed by wildfires. One of the 
keys to preparedness is hazardous fuel 
reduction. Local communities and 
State agencies that do their part to re-
move hazardous fuel on local and State 
lands should not be left at risk for fires 
because inadequate funds limit haz-
ardous fuel reduction on Federal lands. 

The Federal Government must be a 
good partner in not only fighting the 
wildfires but in preventing them. That 
is why I have urged that we include 
$910 million for U.S. Forest Service and 
Interior Department firefighting and 
fire prevention efforts—including ef-
forts such as hazardous fuel reduc-
tion—in the legislation that Congress 
is expected to take up this session to 
address critical domestic priorities. 

The unprecedented onset of the fire 
season in California is an important re-
minder that we cannot afford to con-
tinue reducing the resources available 
for disaster preparedness and expect 
emergency responders to still be able 
to effectively protect our communities. 

They are exhausted. They are work-
ing overtime and more. I want to read 
from a letter I am sending today to 
President Bush. I wrote this letter 
after speaking at length with my Gov-
ernor, Governor Schwarzenegger: 

With over 300 fires still actively burning in 
California, I am writing to request that you 
immediately allocate additional resources to 
assist with ongoing firefighting efforts 
throughout my state. Governor 
Schwarzenegger has informed me that an ad-
ditional 41 helicopters, 302 hand crews, 616 
fire engines, and 773 support personnel are 
urgently needed to help the thousands of 
Federal, State, local, and volunteer fire 
fighters who are working so hard to protect 
our communities from these dangerous fires. 

Governor Schwarzenegger also informed 
me he plans to call up as many as 2,000 more 
members of the National Guard in addition 
to the over one thousand members that are 
currently supporting fire fighting activities. 
In order to ensure that our National Guard is 
ready for this mission, I request that the Ad-
ministration make available out-of-State 
Federal firefighters to help train National 
Guard members for fire fighting duties. Ac-
tive fire crews are currently being taken 
away from the front lines of fires to train 
National Guard members, but if Federal per-
sonnel were on scene to help train new arriv-
als, our crews could continue to fight active 
fires. 

I might say what is happening is we 
are taking firefighters off the line to 
train the National Guard because they 
need to be extensively trained in fire-
fighting, and we need to get those fire-
fighters back on the line. So if we 
could have some Federal firefighters 
sent in, we would be able to keep these 
firefighters on the line. 

The Governor has also informed me that he 
requested the U.S. Forest Service’s Max-
imum Efficiency Level be increased to 100 
percent for the current fire season in Cali-
fornia. This will allow Federal incident com-
manders to make tactical firefighting deci-
sions as needed to protect lives and homes 
without having to receive prior approval 
from the Office of Management and Budget. 
I strongly support his request and urge you 
to grant it immediately. 

This unprecedented start to the fire season 
in California has put incredible stress on the 

State’s resources and on the brave men and 
women fighting these fires. While the sup-
port provided by the Administration has 
been very helpful thus far, the severity of 
the ongoing fires and the strong potential for 
more fires indicates an urgent need for addi-
tional resources and support. 

The residents of California need the Ad-
ministration’s continued assistance and co-
operation in protecting their lives and prop-
erty. 

Madam President, this is one Nation 
under God, and we know that, and we 
say it when we pledge allegiance every 
day here. 

The fact is, we need to come to the 
aid of our citizens, whether it is in the 
devastating floods in Iowa or it is Hur-
ricane Katrina or it is the fire that I 
well remember in North Dakota or 
what is happening today in California. 

We must work together. I want to 
say right now that I will be making a 
call to the head of Homeland Security, 
Mr. Chertoff. I hope he has heard my 
words. I hope he has received a copy of 
my letter. We are going to need this 
help quickly. We expect—and this is 
right from my Governor—about a 5- 
month problem here. This is not going 
to be a momentary problem. We need a 
long-term commitment from everyone 
in order to save lives and save property 
and allow our firefighters a little bit of 
rest, because when they are exhausted, 
their lives are put in danger, and we 
cannot have that. 

I thank you very much for the time, 
Madam President, and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan. 

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. STABENOW. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

THE ECONOMY 
Madam President, I come to the floor 

after reading something I find very 
shocking. This is evidently in an inter-
view with the Washington Times, re-
ferred to today by Jonathan Weisman. 
It has this quote. Former Senator Phil 
Gramm, a top policy adviser of Senator 
JOHN MCCAIN’s, said the Nation is in a 
‘‘mental recession,’’ not an actual one, 
and suggested the United States has 
‘‘become a nation of whiners.’’ 

Senator MCCAIN is in my State of 
Michigan at this moment today. I cer-
tainly want to go on record here on the 
floor of the Senate to say that the peo-
ple of Michigan are not whiners. The 
people of this country, who have seen 
their jobs slip away—over 325,000 jobs 
since January, good-paying American 
jobs—are not whiners. People have seen 
gas prices going up and up and oil 
prices doubling over the last 10 
months. This is not a nation of whin-
ers. We are seeing food costs go up, 
health care costs go up, gas prices go 
up, everything in people’s lives going 
up. Every middle-class family, every 
family in America is struggling while 
they see their wages go down, if they 
have a job at all. This is not a nation 

of whiners; this is a nation of tough 
people trying to survive, Americans 
who believe in this country, who be-
lieve in the American dream, who are 
fighting to keep their way of life in 
this country today. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, will 
my friend yield for a question? 

Ms. STABENOW. I will be happy to. 
Mrs. BOXER. I am just stunned that 

Phil Gramm, who is a top adviser to 
Senator MCCAIN—would you repeat ex-
actly what he said? 

Ms. STABENOW. Yes. I would be 
happy to. He said the Nation is in a 
mental recession, not an actual one, 
and suggested that the United States 
has become a nation of whiners. 

Mrs. BOXER. Let me get this 
straight. Senator MCCAIN’s top ad-
viser—one of his top advisers on the 
economy—says we are in a mental re-
cession, there is no actual recession, 
and we are whining about it. 

Ms. STABENOW. Right, absolutely. 
Mrs. BOXER. Let me ask my friend, 

what does she hear in her State about 
gas prices from her constituents? 

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I 
thank my friend from California, who 
comes to the floor and fights every day 
on behalf of middle-class Americans 
and people struggling to make it. We in 
Michigan have the highest unemploy-
ment rate in the country—8.5 percent 
as of the last numbers. So people are 
losing their jobs. 

Mrs. BOXER. Is that mental? Do they 
just think they are unemployed but 
they are really employed? What is he 
talking about? 

Ms. STABENOW. The Senator from 
California is absolutely right. The fact 
is that folks who are losing their jobs 
or who are seeing their wages cut in 
half are seeing gas prices go up and up 
and up. 

We have had two oilmen in the White 
House for 8 years, and we have had now 
the highest gas prices we have ever had 
to pay while they protect oil profits, 
oil company profits over and over 
again. This is not an accident, what 
has happened here. I think it is almost 
too obvious. We have two oilmen in the 
White House, and we are in the situa-
tion we are today, with families strug-
gling to get to work, to get the chil-
dren to childcare, maybe to go on a va-
cation, who can’t hold things together, 
and they are looking around, saying: 
What in the world is happening? Now, 
we are hearing from a top adviser of 
someone who wants to be the next 
President that this is a mental reces-
sion and that we are whiners. 

Mrs. BOXER. Will my friend continue 
to yield? 

Ms. STABENOW. I am happy to. 
Mrs. BOXER. I didn’t expect to stay 

here and engage my friend, the Senator 
from Michigan, but when she read 
this—I know what her State is going 
through, and I have to say that Cali-
fornia is suffering as well. If it were 
not for the fact that we have seen com-
panies invest in alternative energy, 
and that is taking some of the jobs— 
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and thank goodness—away from a 
crumbling housing industry, we would 
be in worse shape. We are not in good 
shape in California. We have real prob-
lems. 

My friend from Michigan makes a 
good point. Two men in the White 
House—and I remember when George 
Bush was running in the beginning and 
saying: Well, put two oilmen in the 
White House, and we will see how we 
will deal with gas prices. Well, we have 
seen. 

Is my friend aware that since George 
Bush and DICK CHENEY—two oilmen— 
took over the White House, we have 
seen about a 255-percent increase in the 
cost of gas per gallon? Is my friend 
aware of that? 

Ms. STABENOW. I am aware of that. 
It is outrageous. It is so stunning that 
this would be happening and be so obvi-
ous in terms of allegiance. 

Mrs. BOXER. Let me ask one more 
question, and then I will leave her to 
the rest of her remarks. I know she has 
some thoughts she needs to share. As 
Phil Gramm, the economic adviser to 
JOHN MCCAIN, says that Americans are 
whining, we all know that the middle 
class is suffering, as the Senator from 
Michigan said, not just from gas prices 
but as a result of food prices, health 
care prices, credit card rates. There is 
a middle-class squeeze going on that is 
hitting our people very hard, and they 
are falling behind by thousands of dol-
lars a year because of increased prices. 
Now, Phil Gramm, he doesn’t feel the 
pain. He probably is in the top one- 
tenth of 1 percent of income earners, 
let me say. 

I wish to ask my friend, and then I 
will leave her to her speech, does she 
know how much the head of 
ExxonMobil made this year? 

Ms. STABENOW. Well, I know this: I 
know ExxonMobil has made the high-
est profits of any company ever in the 
entire world. I don’t know the exact 
number, but my guess is that it is a lot 
more than people in Michigan are mak-
ing. 

Mrs. BOXER. Well, the CEO, the 
chief executive officer of ExxonMobil, 
according to my information, including 
his last paycheck and bonuses and the 
rest, made $400 million in 1 year. So no, 
he is not whining, and Phil Gramm is 
not whining. That is obvious. They are 
the winners in this economy with two 
oilmen in the White House. 

I wish to thank my friend. 
Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I 

so much appreciate my friend from 
California and her advocacy on a daily 
basis on this floor for people who are 
feeling the squeeze on all sides. 

We are seeing a situation in this 
country where, frankly, most middle- 
class families, as well as small busi-
nesses and large businesses and those 
who want to do business in this coun-
try, just can’t take any more. We are 
at the limit right now of what we can 
absorb in terms of higher and higher 
costs on people every day, with lower 
and lower wages, maybe losing a pen-
sion, maybe losing your health care. 

What we have seen over the last 8 
years is the creation of a race to the 
bottom in a global economy, a race to 
the bottom where the average Amer-
ican is told: If you only work for less, 
pay more in health care, and lose your 
pension, maybe we can be competitive. 
As Democrats, we believe in a race to 
the top. As Democrats, we believe it is 
critical that we address the squeeze 
middle-class families are feeling if we 
are going to have an economy. 

What has made us strong among na-
tions around the world is a strong, vi-
brant middle class, folks who can have 
the American dream, who know they 
can have that job. In Michigan, it is to 
have a home and maybe a little cottage 
up north or a boat to go around the 
beautiful Great Lakes and enjoy fish-
ing and hunting and know they can 
send the kids to college—all of those 
things that have meant the great 
American dream for families in Amer-
ica. It is slipping away because of the 
policies of the last 8 years, not paying 
attention to what is happening to our 
global economy and making it worse 
by, in fact, protecting those whose 
profits are getting higher and higher at 
the expense of middle-class Americans. 

So I would just say that to hear we 
are a nation of whiners from someone 
who is advising someone who wants to 
be the President of the United States— 
alarm bells should be going off to every 
single person who drives up to a pump 
today and has to pay somewhere be-
tween $4 and $5 a gallon for gasoline or 
goes to the store and sees the price of 
milk going up and bread and every-
thing else they need to feed their fam-
ily or sees their costs of health care 
going up, if they are fortunate enough 
to have health care alone. 

So I certainly invite Senator MCCAIN 
to come to my State of Michigan as 
many times as he would like, and I 
hope he listens very, very hard. I hope 
he doesn’t hear it as whining. I hope he 
hears it as a sign of proud, patriotic, 
America-loving people who just expect 
decisions here in this Government to 
be made in their best interests, not in 
the best interests of oil companies or 
credit card companies or insurance 
companies that aren’t willing to cover 
their health problems. People want to 
know that, in fact, their families will 
be put first for a change. That has not 
happened in the last 8 years. We cer-
tainly don’t need more of that. 

Frankly, when I look at the gas price 
situation alone, I must say, if I remem-
ber correctly—and I will check this for 
sure—if I remember right, the gen-
tleman who now calls us a ‘‘nation of 
whiners’’ actually authored language 
that began to deregulate the energy 
markets back in 2000, which has actu-
ally created much of the situation we 
are in today, with lack of account-
ability and transparency and gas 
prices, oil prices, going up and up and 
up. 

The people of this country have had 
enough, and they expect us to work to-
gether in their interests. They expect 

that we will put them and their fami-
lies first, that we will do everything 
possible to create a climate where they 
can get a good-paying job and work 
hard every day and know that if they 
play by the rules in America, they are 
going to be able to have a better life 
for their children than they have had 
for themselves. That is all on the line 
right now in America because of what 
has been happening in the last 8 years. 

We are not a nation of whiners. 
America is going through tough times. 
Even though times are tough, so are 
we. We are tough, resilient, hard-work-
ing people. I am proud of the people of 
my State who are working hard to 
keep their heads above water, to keep 
their families and their houses, to be 
able to keep some kind of an income 
coming in in the midst of all of this. I 
am proud to fight for them every day, 
along with a caucus that understands 
what is happening and which is going 
to do everything we can to turn this 
around. 

I ask unanimous consent that fol-
lowing my remarks, Senator GRASSLEY 
be recognized to speak, to be followed 
by Senator PRYOR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The first assistant bill clerk [William 
Walsh] proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CHANGES IN THE TAX SYSTEM 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, 

as the upcoming Presidential election 
approaches, we are learning more 
about changes each of the major can-
didates would make in our tax system. 

Most of the attention in this regard 
is going to issues such as income tax 
rates, corporate tax rates, and the al-
ternative minimum tax. These are very 
important parts of our Tax Code and do 
deserve the attention they are get-
ting—particularly in a Presidential 
race—because then you have an oppor-
tunity not only to state your views but 
to educate the public about the com-
plications of the Tax Code. This is 
what the public needs to know more 
about. 

Now, my purpose for coming to the 
floor, too, is to discuss some of the 
lesser known parts of the Tax Code 
that are becoming part of the Presi-
dential debate on taxes. Changes made 
in these areas can still make big dif-
ferences in what citizens pay to the 
Government every year. 

I am here to discuss what is termed 
the ‘‘Pease limit,’’ the overall limita-
tion on itemized deductions. That 
name comes from a Member of Con-
gress probably 20 years ago who 
thought up the term. Then the word 
‘‘PEP’’ is a phaseout of personal ex-
emptions. So we are talking about a 
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part of the Tax Code that does things 
in a stealth way to make people pay 
higher marginal tax rates, even though 
the law would say that the marginal 
tax rate is only 35 percent—or in the 
case of Senator OBAMA’s proposal, 39.6 
percent. But yet when you put limita-
tions in there and a phaseout of the 
personal exemption, you have a higher 
marginal tax rate, but it doesn’t look 
very—it is not transparent. 

So PEP and Pease were originally en-
acted by a Democratic Congress as a 
way of evading the first President 
Bush’s refusal to raise the top statu-
tory tax rate. By phasing out the per-
sonal exemption and itemized deduc-
tions for upper income taxpayers, the 
Democratic Congress was able to enact 
a kind of backdoor tax increase. How-
ever, in 2001, when I became chairman 
of the Senate Finance Committee, Con-
gress reduced PEP and Pease in order 
to reduce taxpayer confusion and mini-
mize inequalities based on a taxpayer’s 
understanding of the law. But from my 
point of view, I figured if you are going 
to have a higher marginal tax rate, you 
should not camouflage them. You 
ought to simply say, instead of a 33 
percent marginal tax rate, we are going 
to have 36 or 37 percent. Maybe for peo-
ple who have income from subchapter 
S, it is even higher than that. Why not 
be honest with the taxpayers and say 
what the marginal tax rate is, instead 
of hiding it in this camouflaged way 
called PEP and Pease? 

That bipartisan simplification was 
done at the recommendation of the 
nonpartisan Committee on Taxation to 
get around a principle that was put in 
place—or that recommendation was 
carried out by the nonpartisan Joint 
Tax Committee because we ought to be 
very transparent in our tax laws. 

Despite this, those who see more 
Government spending as the solution 
to all the problems are desperate to 
seize more money from the American 
taxpayers. 

We are hearing rumors of let’s go 
back to camouflage. The junior Sen-
ator from Illinois would need more 
money to fund all the promises he is 
making. Restoring the phaseouts for 
itemized deductions and personal ex-
emptions seems a likely source of some 
of that money. In discussing the tax 
proposals of the likely Democratic 
nominee, I am referring to a publica-
tion titled ‘‘A Preliminary Analysis of 
the 2008 Presidential Candidates’ Tax 
Plans.’’ This was prepared by an orga-
nization called the Tax Policy Center. 
The Tax Policy Center is a joint ven-
ture of the Urban Institute and the 
Brookings Institution, both well-re-
spected think tanks. 

According to this publication, my 
distinguished colleague from Illinois 
would restore PEP and Pease. In other 
words, he would bring less trans-
parency to what is a higher marginal 
tax rate. That is, he would restore the 
phaseouts and the complexity they 
would mean for millions of tax-paying 
families. However, it is also noted that 

he would set an increased income 
threshold of $250,000 for married cou-
ples filing jointly. This is consistent 
with the candidate’s stated goal of tar-
geting tax breaks to low- and middle- 
income taxpayers while shifting more 
of the tax burden on the higher income 
taxpayers. 

If your family makes less than 
$250,000 a year, you might think this 
sounds like a good deal. For singles, 
the threshold for phaseout of personal 
exemptions would probably be lower, 
but the phaseout of itemized deduc-
tions would not vary with the filing 
status if current law is followed. 

As an aside, the proposal of the dis-
tinguished junior Senator from Illinois 
would create a new marriage penalty. 
For those considered by the Senator 
from Illinois to be low- and middle-in-
come taxpayers, the idea of raising 
taxes on other people might sound like 
a good idea but hold on. 

On March 14 of this year, this body 
approved a budget with 51 votes. One of 
those 51 ‘‘yea’’ votes was cast by the 
Presidential candidate from Illinois. 
That same Senator voted again for the 
budget on June 4, when the Senate 
voted on that conference report. I am 
not sure if he is not communicating 
with the rest of the Democratic caucus 
or was too busy campaigning to be-
come completely familiar with the 
budget. But he is making promises that 
the budget he voted for will not allow. 

The budget passed by Congress ear-
lier this year would protect taxpayers 
in the 10-percent and 15-percent brack-
ets but would subject filers in the 25- 
percent bracket and brackets above to 
these camouflage provisions I have 
been talking about that we call PEP 
and Pease. To get an idea of what this 
means, I wish to walk through the 25- 
percent bracket, the 28-percent brack-
et, and the 33-percent bracket. 

These particular brackets are impor-
tant because they contain families 
with less than $250,000 in income and 
singles with less than $125,000 in annual 
income. It has been implied that the 
junior Senator from Illinois would pro-
tect these filers from tax increases as 
President. But restoring PEP and 
Pease provisions within the confines of 
this year’s budget would subject filers 
in these brackets to this backdoor 
camouflage, the less transparent tax 
increase. The Senator from Illinois 
may say he is going to protect families 
earning less than $250,000 a year, but 
the budget he voted for will not do 
that. 

According to the Internal Revenue 
Service, single individuals falling with-
in the 25-percent bracket in 2008 start 
at taxable income of more than $32,550. 
That is not a high-income person. They 
earn taxable income of no more than 
$78,850—in a lot of places in this coun-
try, that is not a very high income. It 
is high for my State of Iowa, but it is 
not high for a lot of States. Singles in 
the 28-percent bracket will earn tax-
able income of more than $78,850 but 
less than $164,550. The important num-

ber is $125,000. If that many filers in the 
25-percent and 28-percent brackets 
make less than that, based on the 
Democratic budget, these taxpayers 
would be hit with a PEP and Pease 
camouflage, less transparent rates of 
taxation. 

Looking at the brackets for married 
filing jointly for the 2008 tax year, ac-
cording to the IRS, married filers in 
the 25-percent bracket will start at a 
taxable income of more than $65,100. 
Taxpayers in this bracket will earn 
taxable income of no more than $131,450 
annually. In the 28-percent bracket, 
they will earn taxable income of no 
more than $200,300. For the 33-percent 
bracket, married filers filing jointly 
will earn no more than $357,700 but 
more than $200,300. For married indi-
viduals filing jointly, the important 
number is $250,000. 

Filers in the tax brackets I have 
walked through may expect the Sen-
ator from Illinois to protect them from 
tax increases if he is elected President. 
But the budget he voted for earlier this 
year makes that impossible. 

As I said, the reinstatement of PEP 
and Pease amounts to a backdoor tax 
increase. I say backdoor because it in-
creases the effective rate for many fil-
ers without really increasing the statu-
tory tax rate. That is why it is camou-
flaged. That is why it is less trans-
parent. And if you want to increase 
taxes, you ought to have guts enough 
to say what is the real marginal tax 
rate and put it in the tax laws, just 
like the 25, the 28, the 33, and the 35 are 
now. 

For a family of four, this backdoor 
tax increase would be significant. If 
your family falls in the 25-percent tax 
bracket, according to the Finance 
Committee Republican staff analysis 
from March 2001, PEP and Pease could 
make your actual rate 26 percent. We 
can see the difference between the 
green line and the red line is when you 
are hit with PEPs and Peases. Your tax 
increase is going to be at a higher rate 
than what your tax form really says it 
will be. Again, why camouflage it? 

The news is even worse—and I will 
have charts on this point—for filers in 
the 28-percent bracket and the 33-per-
cent bracket. In the 28-percent bracket, 
a family of four could pay a real tax 
rate of 32 percent. So if you want peo-
ple of that tax bracket to actually pay 
32 percent, why don’t you have a tax 
bracket that says it instead of camou-
flaging it? A family in the 33-percent 
bracket, as we can see in the next 
chart, a family of four could pay a rate 
of 37 percent. Again, the difference be-
tween the 33 is what you are told in 
your tax rate chart you are going to 
pay, but as a practical matter, you are 
paying 4 percentage points higher. 

I end by stating that I believe taxes 
are a necessary part of life. We all ben-
efit from the services our Government 
provides, and that Government needs 
money to function. We collect that 
money from taxes. However, I think 
our tax system should be transparent 
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and honest, not camouflaged. Raising 
money by limiting personal exemp-
tions and itemized deductions is not 
transparent. As I have said, it amounts 
to a backdoor tax increase. If anyone 
thinks people should hand over a great-
er percentage of their income to the 
Government, that person should openly 
advocate increasing statutory rates. 

I am also concerned that many peo-
ple around the country may be relying 
on the latest campaign position of the 
junior Senator from Illinois. That lat-
est campaign position says he intends 
to protect low- and middle-income tax 
filers from tax increases. Right now, he 
is at odds with his own party and with 
a budget for which he voted. I bet that 
being subjected to a backdoor tax in-
crease is not the sort of change most 
Americans believe in, to say nothing of 
restoring what the nonpartisan Joint 
Committee on Taxation stated was a 
very serious source of complexity for 
the American taxpayers, a complexity 
we took out in the 2001 tax bill. 

A series of correspondence has gone 
back and forth between the Republican 
and Democratic leadership regarding 
the extension of expiring tax provisions 
and energy tax incentives. On July 3, 
Leader MCCONNELL sent a letter to the 
majority leader urging that he work 
with us to find areas of bipartisan 
agreement in order to break the cur-
rent impasse over extending time-sen-
sitive provisions that we call extend-
ers, both for energy and the other cat-
egory of extenders, such as R&D tax 
credits, an example of about 40 that 
have to be extended. 

On that day, the majority leader re-
sponded in a fairly sharp manner: 

While I am pleased the Republicans appear 
to have abandoned their fiscally irrespon-
sible ways when it comes to the extenders 
bill, it is hard to comprehend why Senators 
McConnell and Grassley would choose to cut 
programs to help working families, seniors 
and veterans in need of health care in Ken-
tucky and Iowa in an effort to protect multi-
national corporations and hedge fund man-
agers. 

On a preliminary point, in all the 
back and forth on this issue, I have not 
criticized the majority leader by name. 
In the tensions that come in Senate de-
bate and the political environment, I 
think it is best to stick to that course. 
So I am disappointed that the majority 
leader did not keep the discussion on 
that level. 

With all due respect to him, he seems 
to have misread the letter, so I will set 
the record straight on a couple of im-
portant points. 

First, a simple extension of expiring 
tax relief, including extension of the 
AMT patch, should not be offset with 
accompanying tax increases. This does 
not mean we are opposed to offsetting 
the revenue loss from new tax relief 
policy with spending reductions or rev-
enue raised from tax proposals that are 
grounded in good tax policy. 

Then my second point. The distin-
guished majority leader accused Lead-
er MCCONNELL and me of protecting 
hedge fund managers. This is simply 

not the case, which I will demonstrate. 
In fact, the House extenders bill con-
tains an offshore deferred compensa-
tion proposal. 

This proposal that the Democrats ac-
tually support allows these same hedge 
fund managers a very generous tax 
break that is not available to the aver-
age taxpayer. The House-passed hedge 
fund proposal allows these hedge fund 
managers to avoid paying taxes on 
their offshore deferred compensation if 
they make a cash donation to a charity 
equal to 100 percent of the amount of 
the offshore deferred compensation. 
Meanwhile, the average taxpayer is 
limited in how much they can deduct 
even for contributions to charity. They 
can only deduct charitable contribu-
tions if those contributions do not ex-
ceed 50 percent of their adjusted gross 
income. So if a teacher donated his or 
her entire salary to charity, he or she 
would only be able to claim about half 
of that as a deduction. But a hedge 
fund manager who sheltered income in 
the Grand Caymans would be allowed 
to claim a deduction for the entire 
amount of his or her sheltered income. 

I want to make it clear, not only do 
I support the policy of changing the 
tax treatment of offshore deferred com-
pensation for hedge fund managers, but 
I would make sure that we corrected 
the giant loophole that came over here 
from the House of Representatives ben-
efiting hedge fund managers. We should 
make sure that if we are going to tax 
the deferred income, we do not leave an 
escape hatch in the future. 

With respect to the spending cut alle-
gation, the majority leader’s comments 
again, with all due respect, implied 
that he has not read the Republican 
leader’s letter correctly. The Repub-
lican leader’s offer to break the stale-
mate does not pit spending cuts for 
benefits for working families, for sen-
iors, for veterans against expired tax 
relief provisions. The spending de-
scribed in the letter is for unspecified 
and unwritten appropriations bills as 
far as 10 years in the future. The gen-
eral spending account identified rep-
resents the excess of new future spend-
ing levels over the current levels for 
nondefense discretionary spending plus 
inflation. None of the current-law lev-
els of these categories of spending 
would be cut. What is more, the Repub-
lican leader’s offer would leave intact 
nearly all of the $350 billion in new 
extra spending. On its face, it is an ex-
tremely modest revision of this extra 
spending. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a copy of the let-
ter from the Republican leader and the 
majority leader’s response. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MCCONNELL PROPOSES COMPROMISE TO 
EXTEND TAX RELIEF, ENERGY INCENTIVES 
WASHINGTON, DC.—U.S. Senate Republican 

Leader Mitch McConnell sent the following 
letter to Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Majority 
Leader Harry Reid on Thursday calling on 

Democrats to forge a compromise with Re-
publicans to extend expiring tax relief in a 
deficit-neutral manner, without perma-
nently raising taxes. 

JULY 3, 2008. 
DEAR MADAM SPEAKER AND MR. LEADER: 

This letter is in response to a letter from the 
House Democratic Leadership, dated June 12, 
2008 and a letter from the Senate Leadership, 
dated June 13, 2008. Both letters deal with 
the legislation, H.R. 6049, which is designed 
to extend certain expiring tax relief provi-
sions and energy tax incentives. 

We object to some of the assertions in both 
letters about the position, record, and inten-
tions of the Senate Republican Conference 
regarding tax increase proposals and the tax 
relief extensions. However, rather than re-
spond to overtly coordinated election-year 
letters in a partisan fashion, we would like 
to focus on areas of bipartisan agreement in 
order to break the impasse on these time- 
sensitive tax matters. 

The Senate Republican Conference places 
the highest priority on fiscal responsibility. 
We believe that deficit reduction should be 
considered with respect to all tax and spend-
ing proposals. However, the first step toward 
mitigating current adverse fiscal patterns is 
to do no more harm to the fiscal situation. 

New spending increases the deficit, wheth-
er it be the expansion of discretionary spend-
ing or the expansions of entitlement spend-
ing. New tax relief is scored as increasing the 
deficit, even in instances where the resulting 
economic growth raises far more revenue 
than is estimated to be ‘‘lost.’’ Under Con-
gressional budget accounting, however, the 
extension of expiring tax relief looks like it 
increases the deficit, while the extension of 
expiring entitlement spending does not. This 
does not make sense. 

Legislation to extend expiring tax relief, 
including an extension of the alternative 
minimum tax (AMT) patch, and legislation 
to extend expiring energy tax incentives all 
enjoy overwhelming bipartisan support. Few 
would dispute the merits of continuing these 
tax relief provisions. Indeed, with these bi-
partisan tax relief provisions in place, aggre-
gate Federal tax collections have yielded 
revenue above the post World War II average 
of 18.2 percent of gross domestic product. 
Since these tax policies have yielded revenue 
above the historic average, we see no reason 
to condition their extension on new tax in-
creases. 

The conference report on the 2009 budget 
resolution increases non-defense discre-
tionary spending by $25 billion above the 
President’s request in 2009. When these 
amounts are enacted, they will be perpet-
uated in the baseline and will result in $350 
billion in higher deficits over the next ten 
years. The deficit effect of this new spending 
cannot be ignored. It is surely as much of a 
fiscal burden as $350 billion in tax policy ex-
tensions. 

As a compromise, we suggest the following. 
The Senate Republican Conference will agree 
to offset the revenue lost from new tax relief 
policy with spending reductions or revenue 
raised from appropriate tax policy proposals. 
In exchange, the House and Senate Demo-
cratic Leadership would revise the desired 
new non-defense discretionary spending in 
the 2009 Congressional budget downward to a 
level sufficient to offset the cost (relative to 
the Congressional Budget Office baseline) of 
extending expiring tax relief. If agreed to, 
extension of expiring tax relief, including ex-
tension of the AMT patch and expiring en-
ergy tax incentives, could be accomplished 
in a way that achieves your stated goal of 
being deficit neutral, but without the 
unstated and unwarranted result of increas-
ing the size of the federal government. 

The Senate Republican Conference is com-
mitted to, as the letter from the House 
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Democratic Leadership states, ‘‘enacting 
legislation extending tax relief to businesses 
and families in a fiscally responsible man-
ner.’’ We look forward to working with our 
friends in the House and Senate Democratic 
Leadership on this time-sensitive legisla-
tion. 

Sincerely, 
MITCH MCCONNELL, 

U.S. Senate Republican Leader. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, July 8, 2008. 

The Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Minority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR LEADER MCCONNELL: Thanks for your 
recent response to the letter I sent you June 
13 regarding extension of the expiring tax 
provisions and energy tax incentives. 

Let me begin by saying I strongly share 
your hope that the Senate can work out a bi-
partisan solution to extend these important 
tax incentives before the August recess. 
Such action is as important as it is long 
overdue. 

Although you have voted twice against 
just such a package, I did note that your 
July 3rd response contains one potentially 
positive thought that may make such a solu-
tion more likely. As you know, under this 
Republican President and a Republican-con-
trolled Congress, the nation’s debt and defi-
cits reached historic levels. Record budget 
surpluses were transformed into record defi-
cits and the nation’s debt grew by more than 
$3 trillion. Much of this was caused by the 
fiscally irresponsible decision to cut taxes 
and increase spending without corresponding 
offsets. Your July 3rd letter appears to indi-
cate you are now ready to set aside your fis-
cally irresponsible ways when it comes to ex-
tenders and adhere to pay-as-you-go budget 
rules Democrats enacted at the beginning of 
the 110th Congress. 

Unfortunately, rather than accept the non-
controversial offsets contained in the bipar-
tisan legislation passed by the House and the 
substitute put together by Senator Baucus, 
your letter indicates Senate Republicans be-
lieve we should instead jeopardize important 
investments in our nation’s health, energy, 
and infrastructure sectors. Both the House- 
passed and Baucus substitute bills rely on 
the same two offsets—one ends the use by 
hedge fund managers of offshore accounts to 
avoid paying taxes and the other merely ex-
tends an existing delay in the implementa-
tion of interest allocation rules for multi-
national corporations. Neither provision has 
generated opposition from the affected in-
dustries and both are far preferable to cuts 
in health care, energy, and infrastructure 
programs that would harm Kentucky and 
many other states. 

Despite your apparent decision to protect 
hedge fund operators over critical national 
priorities, I remain committed to taking up 
and passing bipartisan legislation to extend 
important tax incentives before the August 
recess. The fate of this legislation rests in 
your hands. I hope you and those in your 
caucus who have blocked the Senate from 
passing this legislation twice earlier this 
year will reconsider your opposition and join 
Democrats to extend this much-needed tax 
relief. 

Sincerely. 
HARRY REID, 

U.S. Senator. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, 
to put the matter in some perspective, 
I ask unanimous consent to have print-
ed in the RECORD an article containing 
a summary of an analysis by noted 
economist Kevin Hassett, a senior fel-
low and director of economic policy at 
the American Enterprise Institute. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From American Enterprise Institute for 
Public Policy Research, Feb. 11, 2008] 

HOW GEORGE BUSH, BIG SPENDER, DESTROYED 
NIRVANA 

(By Kevin A. Hassett) 
If you could go back in time to President 

George W. Bush’s inaugural address and add 
one economic statement, what would it be? 
For me, there is an obvious answer. 

If Bush had promised in January 2001 that 
the baseline of government spending that he 
inherited when he took office would be the 
cap during his term, then we would have a 
big budget surplus today. It would have been 
easy to do. He just had to say: ‘‘I will not 
spend one penny more than President Bill 
Clinton planned to. I will veto any bill that 
tries to.’’ 

I have written before in this space that 
Bush has outspent Clinton by a mile. With 
government spending still out of control, the 
gap between where we are and where a dis-
ciplined nation could have been is getting 
bigger and bigger. 

With a recession looming, the policy impli-
cations of the spending explosion are serious. 
If a deep recession occurs, we will have less 
wiggle room. 

To see how different the world could have 
been, I gathered data from a number of 
sources and ran an alternative history. In 
that wishful place, government spending was 
set equal to the spending envisioned by the 
Congressional Budget Office in the January 
2001 long-run forecast, plus the spending for 
the war in Iraq and to fight terrorism. This 
simulation assumes that the war would have 
happened in spite of Bush’s spending prom-
ise, and wouldn’t have induced him to seek 
cuts elsewhere. 

The difference between that spending path 
and the one we are on is huge. Today, we ex-
pect federal spending in 2008 will be $2.9 tril-
lion. According to the alternative history, 
spending would be $2.5 trillion. 

SURPLUS FANTASY 
With spending at the lower level, we would 

have a surplus of $152 billion if revenue were 
equal to what it is currently projected to be. 

Running the simulation forward, the gap 
between revenue gets wider and wider. By 
2017, we are scheduled to spend almost $1 
trillion more than we would have if we had 
stuck to the Clinton baseline. With the low 
spending baseline we would have a surplus in 
2017 of $1.1 trillion, instead of the $151 billion 
surplus that’s currently forecast. 

Think of it this way. If we now had the 
lower spending levels that Bush inherited, 
we could extend his tax cuts, repeal the al-
ternative minimum tax, enact the current 
stimulus package, and still have a 10-year 
budget surplus of $1.9 trillion. And, remem-
ber, that allows spending to be adjusted up 
for the Iraq war and the war against terror-
ists. 

Many observers might say this scenario is 
unrealistic. The 2001 long-run forecast cov-
ered both discretionary and mandatory 
spending. No administration, the argument 
might go, could have held the line on the 
growth of Medicare and Social Security 
spending. 

HOLD THE LINE 
There are two responses to that. 
First, a president could always demand 

that spending be capped and that discre-
tionary spending be reduced to offset unex-
pected increases in mandatory outlays. So-
cial Security might be the third rail of 
American politics, but it might not be. 

It has been changed before. Why couldn’t it 
be changed again? Families do that all the 

time. If Johnny needs braces, then you take 
fewer trips to the restaurant. 

The second response is perhaps more pow-
erful. Let’s see what happens when we allow 
mandatory spending to go up as it did. This 
lets Bush have his prescription-drug benefit, 
which is now part of mandatory spending. 

If we had held the line on everything else 
that is discretionary, we could have had the 
prescription-drug plan, the Iraq war and the 
war against terrorists. We could have kept 
all the Bush tax cuts, made them permanent, 
repealed the AMT and added the stimulus 
package and still ended up with a balanced 
budget from 2008 to 2017. 

BLOATED UNCLE 
It makes you sick to think about it. All 

that money wasted on ethanol and bridges to 
nowhere has accumulated into a pile that 
massive. Uncle Sam ate a whopping helping 
of apple pie every day for seven years, and 
now he is obese. 

This is important to bear in mind as we 
move forward to the general election. We 
don’t have a deficit because of Iraq, or the 
tax cuts, or the drug benefit. We have a def-
icit because the government grew fat. We 
can’t fix that with tax increases. Uncle Sam 
must go on a diet. 

A simple way to start would be this: Who-
ever is elected president this November 
should pledge that he or she won’t spend $1 
more than we currently plan to. If Bush had 
done that seven years ago, we would be in a 
different world. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. According to the 
analysis, if the last Clinton adminis-
tration budget were the baseline, Fed-
eral spending would be $400 billion less 
than it is this fiscal year. Dr. Hassett’s 
analysis accounts for spending in-
creases for the global war on terror and 
related matters that were anticipated 
at the end of the Clinton administra-
tion. The analysis shows that other 
Government spending is trending $400 
billion above where it otherwise would 
be. 

In essence, the Republican leader’s 
offered offset categories are future un-
defined spending budget room that did 
not materialize until the conference re-
port on the budget was adopted a few 
weeks ago. Keep in mind that this new 
undefined future spending sits on top of 
a baseline that is, as Dr. Hassett’s 
analysis shows, $400 billion higher than 
the trendline from the Clinton admin-
istration. 

If the majority leader does not en-
gage us on this deficit-neutral offer, 
then he is putting taxpayers in his 
State at risk for the loss of several de-
ductions they used on tax returns for 
last year. Included are the sales tax de-
duction, college tuition deduction, and 
teachers’ classroom expense deduction. 

The latest IRS statistics of income 
data on the number of families and in-
dividuals claiming these benefits for 
the States of Nevada, Kentucky, and 
Iowa will appear in the RECORD after 
my discussion. 

The tradeoff is clear. Deal with these 
tax benefits which affect taxpayers 
now. Offset them with undefined extra 
spending accounts for appropriations 
bills that will not be written until sev-
eral years down the road under the 
present budget. All that can be accom-
plished without adding a penny to the 
Federal deficit. 
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I ask unanimous consent to have 

printed in the RECORD the IRS statis-
tics of income data to which I earlier 
referred. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

TABLE OF EXAMPLES OF NUMBERS OF TAX FILERS 
AFFECTED BY INACTION ON TAX EXTENDERS 

Nevada Kentucky Iowa 

Sales Tax Deduction 327,532 54,602 50,163 
College Tuition Deduction 32,800 45,713 48,895 
Teachers Classroom Expense Deduc-

tion 22,789 39,735 35,238 

Source: IRS Statistics of Income (2004 tax year). 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arkansas. 
Mr. PRYOR. Madam President, I ask 

that I be allowed to speak as in morn-
ing business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
SERGEANT FIRST CLASS ANTHONY LYNN 

WOODHAM AND JUSTIN D. ENGLISH 
Mr. PRYOR. Madam President, the 

acclaimed writer H.L. Mencken once 
said: 

In war the heroes always outnumber the 
soldiers ten to one. 

Today, I come to the floor to honor 
the lives of two of those heroes: SFC 
Anthony Lynn Woodham of Rogers, 
AR, and Justin English of Springdale, 
AR. Madam President, we lost Spe-
cialist First Class Woodham on Satur-
day when he paid the ultimate sacrifice 
while serving in Iraq on his second tour 
as a member of the 39th Brigade Com-
bat Team. As a vehicle maintenance 
supervisor at Camp Adder in Talil, he 
kept American troops safe and their 
equipment and vehicles running. 
Throughout his 20 years of National 
Guard service, he also trained count-
less mechanics, instilling in them a 
strong work ethic, enthusiasm, and pa-
triotism. 

In 2004, Specialist First Class 
Woodham explained that a lot of solu-
tions for maintaining equipment are 
not found in the training manual. He 
learned from trial and error and taught 
others the art of adapting and impro-
vising in order to get the job done 
quickly and to get the job done right. 
For his leadership and his service, we 
are a truly grateful nation. 

MGEN William Wofford of the Ari-
zona National Guard said of Woodham: 
‘‘No words can fill the gap left by such 
a loss.’’ I know those sentiments are 
also true for Specialist First Class 
Woodham’s wife Crystal and three chil-
dren, Patrick, 17, Mitchell, 11, and 
Courtney, 6. 

Arkansas suffered another loss 11 
miles away from Rogers, in Springdale, 
AR. The English family is mourning 
the loss of 25-year-old Justin English. 
A former Springdale firefighter and 
EMT, he went to Iraq for a larger mis-
sion—to protect United States per-
sonnel and installations in Iraq. A 
week into his mission—just a week 

into his mission—English’s vehicle was 
struck by a roadside bomb near Bagh-
dad on Monday. 

Those who knew Justin describe his 
friendliness, positive spirit, and will-
ingness to lend a helping hand. Janet 
English, his aunt, said he had always 
wanted to join the military, find ad-
venture, and serve his country. Indeed, 
he gave his country all. 

Arkansas continues to make tremen-
dous sacrifices to defend freedom and 
protect the ones we love. We will never 
forget the sacrifices made by the 
Woodham family, the English family, 
and so many other grieving families 
who have lost their loved ones in com-
bat. I urge my colleagues in the Senate 
to honor the service of these brave men 
and women and ensure our troops have 
the resources they need both while in 
combat and when they return. 

Madam President, I yield the floor, 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The first assistant bill clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AIR FORCE TANKER DECISION 
Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, 3 

weeks ago, the Government Account-
ability Office issued a blistering deci-
sion about the Air Force’s handling of 
one of the most important defense con-
tracts in our history. The GAO found 
that in the competition between Boe-
ing and the European company Airbus 
to replace our military’s aerial refuel-
ing tankers, the contest was unfairly 
skewed toward Airbus from the very 
beginning. It said that but for the Air 
Force’s prejudice, Boeing would have 
had a substantial chance of winning. 

The GAO was clear and emphatic 
that the Pentagon should reopen the 
contract, get new proposals, and cor-
rect those errors. I rise today, because 
yesterday Defense Secretary Gates an-
nounced that he would follow the GAO 
recommendations and rebid that con-
tract. I am very pleased that he says he 
is committed to a swift decision. But I 
have also been a close observer of the 
Pentagon’s decisionmaking process for 
many years now, and I know the devil 
is always in the detail. 

We do not know yet many of the de-
tails of this latest decision, and unfor-
tunately I am already skeptical about 
whether the Pentagon is on track to 
get this right. The Defense Department 
has a high hurdle to clear in order to 
ensure this competition is fair and is 
transparent. 

As I said earlier, the GAO raised seri-
ous questions about the Air Force’s 
previous decision, and it described the 
competition as unreasonable, im-
proper, and misleading. The GAO found 
that the Air Force changed direction 
midstream about what criteria were 
more important. It didn’t give Boeing 
credit for providing a more capable 

plane, according to the Air Force’s de-
scription of what it wanted, yet it gave 
Airbus extra credit for offering amen-
ities it didn’t ask for. It said the Air 
Force deliberately and unreasonably 
increased Boeing’s estimated costs. 
And when that mistake was corrected, 
it was discovered that the Airbus tank-
er actually costs tens of millions of 
dollars more than Boeing’s. 

The GAO said the Air Force accepted 
Airbus’s proposal even though Airbus 
couldn’t meet two key contract re-
quirements. First, Airbus refused to 
commit to providing long-term mainte-
nance, as specified in the RFP, even 
after the Air Force asked for it repeat-
edly. Second, the Air Force could not 
prove that Airbus could refuel all of 
the military’s aircraft according to 
procedure. 

Those are very serious findings. It is 
still unclear whether the errors were 
due to incompetence or impropriety, 
but the result was that the military 
chose a plane that didn’t meet the fun-
damental requirements that were set 
out in their own RFP. That cannot 
happen again. The Defense Department 
must do everything it can do to ensure 
that this competition is fair and trans-
parent. 

That means the Pentagon must go 
back to the original request for pro-
posals. It must ensure that both of the 
companies get the same information 
throughout the entire competition. It 
must prove the tanker it selects can 
actually perform all of the missions 
that are required by the military. It 
must do a full accounting of all of the 
life cycle costs of flying and operating 
both planes. And it has to ensure that 
the companies can only earn credit as 
it was spelled out in the original RFP. 

That last point is extremely impor-
tant. In its decision last month, the 
GAO said the request for proposals was 
crystal clear about what kind of tanker 
the Air Force needed. Yet I have al-
ready heard that the Defense Depart-
ment plans to reevaluate the life cycle 
costs of both tankers using a 25-year 
lifespan instead of a more accurate 40 
years. It wants to revise the RFP to 
give greater benefit to a larger plane, 
even if that means the tanker it buys 
is not capable of meeting its own mis-
sion. That fundamentally changes the 
rules of the procurement and is not 
what is in the original RFP. 

I am very concerned about both of 
these proposals. Changing the rules of 
the game when we are in overtime is 
simply going to result in a repeat of 
the last contest—an unfair result, more 
protests, and more delays. I look for-
ward to hearing a thorough expla-
nation from the Defense Department 
about how it is going to carry out this 
new competition and how it is going to 
ensure that this contract is finally fair. 

Finally, I agree with Secretary Gates 
that it is vitally important that we 
move quickly to finish this contract. 
Air men and women who fly out of 
Fairchild Air Force Base, in my home 
State of Washington, fly these tankers. 
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I know they need these planes. They 
need them now. But we also have to do 
this the right way. We have to have a 
competition that is not overshadowed 
by questions of ethics or competence. If 
we don’t, we risk another challenge 
that is going to draw out this procure-
ment process even further. 

Even more importantly, we have got 
to get the right plane. Our aerial re-
fueling tankers—the ones we are talk-
ing about with this contract—are the 
backbone of our global military 
strength. They are stationed today 
across the world, and they refuel air-
craft from every branch of our Armed 
Forces. Before our taxpayers spend $35 
billion, they deserve to know the 
planes we are buying can actually re-
fuel our military’s aircraft. Our service 
members deserve to know they are get-
ting a plane that will enable them to 
do their jobs and return home swiftly. 

I welcome Secretary Gates’ an-
nouncement yesterday that this con-
tract is going to be rebid, but I remind 
all of my colleagues—those of us who 
have watched this procurement process 
for many years now—to follow the 
bouncing ball and see where it leads. 
We are going to follow this carefully. It 
needs to be rebid with the original 
RFP, not changed in overtime, to make 
sure this is a fair contract that results 
quickly in making sure our air men 
and women get the right aircraft as 
quickly as we can possibly bring it to 
them. 

Madam President, I yield the floor, 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The first assistant bill clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SALAZAR). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak as in morning business 
for up to 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SHUTDOWN OF DHL 
Mr. BROWN. I share with my col-

leagues some bad news from my State 
that I hope turns into better news; that 
is, there is a company in Ohio called 
DHL. It is an airfreight company. They 
are the second-largest, single-site pri-
vate employer in Ohio next to the 
Honda Corporation in Marysville and 
other nearby places. 

DHL is in Wilmington, Clinton Coun-
ty, southwest Ohio, where some 8,000 
people work pretty much in one facil-
ity in Clinton County. Wilmington is 
the county seat of Clinton County. Wil-
mington is the home of Wilmington 
College, a Quaker school, a wonderful 
private 4-year institution in southwest 
Ohio. 

Wilmington has only 13,000 people 
living there. This company, DHL, em-
ploys close to 8,000, through a couple 
subsidiaries, a couple people they con-

tract with there, ABX and ASTAR. The 
announcement to close by the owner of 
DHL, a German company called 
Deutsche Post, which I believe is the 
largest freight company in the world 
and which used to be the German Post 
Office but now is a privatized company, 
will have a devastating effect on this 
region and these people. 

Deutsche Post owns many facilities 
of all kinds around the world; one of 
them is DHL. They made a decision to 
shut DHL down in Wilmington, a loss 
of up to some 8,000 jobs. I was in Wil-
mington last week, conducted a round-
table, listened to the concerns of pilots 
and material handlers and clerks and 
computer operators and mechanics and 
engineers and all kinds of people who 
fly the planes and service the planes 
and move the baggage, often in the 
middle of the night. There are local 
farmers who work there part time who 
get health care, there are very skilled 
pilots, there are very skilled machin-
ists and mechanics. 

DHL is everything to a community of 
13,000. Those 7,000 to 8,000 employees 
live all over southwest Ohio, obviously 
not all of them in Wilmington or in 
Clinton County. Many of them live in 
Hillsboro, Highland County; some live 
in Brown County and Adams County 
and Hamilton County and Montgomery 
County and Clark County and Green 
County, all over southwestern Ohio. 

We are not just accepting this trag-
edy as is. The mayor, Mayor Raizk, 
Governor Strickland, Lieutenant Gov-
ernor Fischer, the development direc-
tor, Senator VOINOVICH, Congressman 
TURNER and I and others are banding 
together to fight this perhaps as an 
antitrust violation, perhaps in some 
other ways that we are working to try 
to stop this from happening. 

The contract has not yet been signed. 
We are hopeful that DHL, 
that Deutsche Post, this German com-
pany will, in fact, listen to us and lis-
ten to proposals from ABX and ASTAR 
to stop the bleeding, if you will, to 
keep these jobs here. They have been 
productive. They took over a company 
called Airborne Express 4 years ago. 
The State of Ohio and Governor Taft in 
those days put together a $400 million 
package for them. We thought it was 
the start of a long friendship, a long re-
lationship between Deutsche Post and 
DHL and the community of Wil-
mington, the County of Clinton, and 
the State of Ohio. We have been dis-
abused of that notion, at least tempo-
rarily. We hope something better 
comes of it. 

What I wish to share today is the 
background. I wish to share for 4 or 5 
minutes some e-mails I received. I 
asked people in Clinton County, in 
Brown, Adams, Highland, Montgomery, 
Clark and Green Counties to share with 
me on my Web site what this closing 
might mean to them and what this 
company means to them and to their 
prosperity and their middle-class life-
style and all that. 

I told them I would read some of 
these on the Senate floor. Last week 

when I had a roundtable discussion 
with about 20 people, we talked about 
many of these issues. I wish to share 
with you today some of these, three or 
four of these entries, if you will, from 
statements written by people who are 
affected directly. 

I am not going to share the name. I 
think I probably could, I think they 
gave us permission, but I will share 
their hometown. This gentleman from 
Wilmington wrote: 

I am in my 15th year as a pilot with DHL/ 
ASTAR. I was hired by DHL Airways in Jan-
uary 1994 after serving as a C–5 pilot in the 
United States Air Force. DHL later became 
ASTAR Air Cargo due to U.S. Airline owner-
ship laws. The airline pilot’s career is based 
on seniority; there are no lateral moves to 
another airline. Losing my job with ASTAR 
due to Deutsche Post’s forcing DHL to use 
UPS [that is what actually happened here] 
will result in the loss of not only my job but 
the loss of my career. I do not have enough 
years left, due to mandatory pilot retire-
ment age at 65, to restart a commercial pilot 
career with another airline and regain the 
salary I earn now. I also own property in 
Wilmington based on working for ASTAR 
Air Cargo. As these jobs go away my prop-
erty approaches being worthless and makes 
it likely I will have to turn it back to the 
bank. The DHL deal will destroy many ca-
reers, families, and create a duopoly in the 
U.S. Express shipping industry, driving down 
competition, driving up costs for business 
and for consumers. 

A lady from New Vienna writes: 
I know you are well aware of what is going 

on in Wilmington with ABX/DHL. But you 
probably do not have any idea what it is al-
ready doing to all of our workers. Our mo-
rale is at an all-time low. We already know 
our time is short, but DHL is cutting the 
rope shorter and shorter. I really do not 
know how much more some of the people can 
take. I have heard of many problems in mar-
riages already. I know of many husband and 
wives who work out there, my husband and I 
included. 

The majority of us on days are full-time 
employees and are scheduled to work 8-hour 
days. As of today, DHL has dictated that 
whenever our work is finished we are to 
leave whether we worked 6 hours, 7 hours or 
8 hours. 

My husband and I were planning on taking 
whatever we could out of our last paychecks 
and put away because of what awaits us. Now 
we are not even allowed to stay and get our 
8 hours so we only get paid for time worked. 

Generally, at these roundtables I 
heard this discussion over and over. We 
are not giving up. We are still trying to 
save these jobs. People who work at 
ASTAR, who work at ABX, who are 
part of DHL, obviously have real fears. 

Another lady from New Vienna 
writes: 

My husband is one of the many employees 
being laid off by ABX after putting in 26 
years with them. I cannot begin to tell how 
much this is going to hurt us in many, many 
ways, along with 6,000 plus other employees 
here. 

When I said up to 7,000, I was includ-
ing, you know, some of the ancillary 
supply jobs in the vicinity. 

The reason I am e-mailing you is to see if 
there is any way you or any government em-
ployee can help all of the employees and 
their families that are being let go. With the 
economy the way it is, it is hard enough try-
ing to keep food on your table let alone try-
ing to do without a job. Please, Senator 
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BROWN, fight for all of us at ABX, ASTAR 
and DHL. We need all of you in our govern-
ment to fight hard for us and Ohio. 

Someone from Blanchester, just 
south of Wilmington, said: 

I am a 19-year pilot for Astar Air Cargo; a 
16-year member of the pilot’s union. My wife 
and I became residents of Ohio when DHL 
consolidated their main sort facility in Wil-
mington, OH. 

At first we did not want to move, but as a 
loyal employee I wanted to live close to my 
employer. So my wife and I built a home in 
Brown County near town, and I looked for-
ward to finishing my career there. We, un-
like DHL, made a long-term commitment to 
the local area. I am realistic that I realize 
the last flight of ASTAR is on the horizon. I 
know in today’s business environment there 
is usually little chance of stopping large cor-
porations from following through with their 
announced plans. My wish is that you use 
any influence you might have with the De-
partment of Justice or other agencies that 
will have to approve DHL’s planned partner-
ship with UPS to compel DHL to abide by 
their commitment to the pilots of ASTAR, 
the commitment to job security, growth and 
a long career they promised in the latest col-
lective bargaining agreement. 

DHL and their owner, the Deutsche 
Post, needs to be held accountable for 
commitments they made to the people, 
the workers, and the communities of 
southwest Ohio. 

The last note I will share is from 
someone in Midland. 

I am writing today to ask you to all con-
sider the devastating effect that the loss of 
these thousands of jobs will do to our fami-
lies, counties, and State, if DHL does, in 
fact, pull out of Wilmington, OH. Everyone I 
know has a family member or friend who 
works in that facility. I have two daughters 
who work there as well. They are single par-
ents, and the fear of loss of income, home, 
and car is in their every thought at this 
time. I cannot imagine how terrible this will 
be for them, and they have family to fall 
back on. What will happen to others who do 
not have that support system in place? 

We are all fighting to keep this place open. 
It matters to our economy, it matters to our 
State, it matters individually to so many 
people. 

Those were four or five of them. In 
the communities, you know what hap-
pens when people lose their jobs, and 
there are so many of them, especially 
in a small town. You know what it 
means to the school system, what it 
means to police protection, fire protec-
tion, all that people in our middle-class 
society and workers rely on. That is 
why I share these stories. I will share 
these with the White House, I will 
share those same stories with Deutsche 
Post. We want them to come to the 
table and talk to us about a different 
contract that can keep those workers 
there. It will matter for Wilmington, it 
will matter for southwest Ohio, it will 
matter for our country. 

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATIONS OF GENERAL DAVID 
H. PETRAEUS AND LIEUTENANT 
GENERAL RAYMOND T. ODIERNO 
TO BE GENERAL 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
proceed to executive session and con-
tinue consideration of the following 
nomination, which the clerk will re-
port. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Gen. David H. Petraeus, De-
partment of the Army, to be general. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I will vote 
no on the nomination of GEN David H. 
Petraeus, the current commander of 
the Multi-National Force—Iraq, to be 
Commander, U.S. Central Command. I 
was unable to attend General Petraeus’ 
nomination hearing before the Armed 
Services Committee because I was 
managing the supplemental appropria-
tions bill on the Senate floor, but I re-
viewed his testimony. I also posed a 
number of questions to General 
Petraeus after the hearing, and studied 
his responses. 

I appreciate General Petraeus’ evi-
dent intelligence and his expertise and 
experience in Iraq. He wrote the book 
on countering insurgencies for the 
Army. He led the 101st Airborne Divi-
sion during the V Corps drive to Bagh-
dad in 2003. He established the Multi- 
National Security Transition Com-
mand Iraq in 2004. He has served as 
Commander of the Multi-National 
Force—Iraq since January 2007. He is 
the architect of the so-called surge 
strategy that is even now being played 
out in Iraq. 

The surge strategy is, in fact, one of 
the reasons why I believe General 
Petraeus should remain in his current 
position as Commander of the Multi- 
National Force—Iraq. Marshal Ferdi-
nand Foch, Supreme Commander of the 
Allied Armies at the conclusion of 
World War I, observed in his 1920 book, 
‘‘Precepts and Judgments’’, that 
‘‘Great results in war are due to the 
commander. History is therefore right 
in making generals responsible for vic-
tories—in which case they are glori-
fied; and for defeats—in which case 
they are disgraced.’’ The book is still 
out on the success or failure of the 
surge strategy. General Petraeus 
should bring it to its conclusion before 
he is rewarded with a promotion. 

Continuity of command has been a 
problem in Iraq. Historically, when the 
United States has been involved in pro-
tracted conflicts, continuity of com-
mand has been maintained, be it Gen-
erals Eisenhower or MacArthur during 
World War II, or General Westmoreland 
during the Vietnam conflict. General 
Petraeus has only been in his current 
position for 18 months. Since President 
Bush believes that General Petraeus 

has done well in his current position, 
but he, Secretary Gates and General 
Petraeus have all described the secu-
rity situation in Iraq as tenuous and 
reversible, it does not seem prudent to 
remove the mastermind behind the 
fragile successes that have been thus 
far achieved. 

Almost 1 year ago, on July 14, 2007, 
President Bush said in a radio address 
that, ‘‘When America starts drawing 
down our forces in Iraq, it will be be-
cause our military commanders say the 
conditions on the ground are right— 
not because pollsters say it would be 
good politics.’’ That strategy does not 
work well, however, when you keep 
changing commanders. No new com-
mander is going to come in and say ‘re-
duce the troop levels on my watch,’ be-
cause if, through their lack of famili-
arity with the conditions on the 
ground, they are wrong, that defeat 
would be their disgrace, just as Mar-
shal Foch observed in 1920. So, a year 
after President Bush’s statement, 
troop levels in Iraq are only just re-
turning to something close to the pre- 
surge levels of January 2007, when Gen-
eral Petraeus assumed command in 
Iraq. If, as General Petraeus has said, 
no further decisions on additional 
drawdowns will be made until some-
time in the fall of 2008, a new com-
mander will be called upon to make 
that decision. 

I am also concerned about General 
Petraeus’ unwillingness to address 
questions regarding other regional 
issues, such as in Afghanistan or Iran, 
during his nomination hearing. Such 
evasiveness is not politic; it is trou-
bling at a time when news reports sug-
gest that the Taliban is resurgent in 
Afghanistan and that President Bush 
may be contemplating military action 
against Iran. Despite the press of his 
responsibilities in Iraq, General 
Petraeus must be concerned with how 
other operations or other political con-
siderations in the same theater affect 
his options in Iraq. Equally, he must 
consider how political changes in his 
chain of command might affect his op-
erations in Iraq, yet he will not admit 
even the existence of contingency 
plans for potential troop drawdowns 
that might be required by a new ad-
ministration. If the competing prior-
ities for manpower and materiel are to 
be sorted out at the CENTCOM level, it 
must be done with a clear under-
standing of what is possible and what 
is achievable, by someone willing to 
take a stand in support of all the men 
and women who will be called upon to 
carry out those priorities, not by some-
one who only salutes and carries out 
orders or by someone who knows only a 
fraction of the full situation. General 
Petraeus’ career will be judged in large 
part by his role in the Iraq conflict; his 
reticence to address other regional 
issues raises questions about his will-
ingness to devote the focus and the re-
sources needed to address them prop-
erly. 

Finally, the repeated rotations of 
U.S. soldiers to Iraq and Afghanistan 
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are taking a toll on our military. Ele-
ments of the 4th Infantry Division, 1st 
Infantry Division, 1st Cavalry Division, 
and the 172nd Infantry Brigade are fac-
ing a third tour in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. Elements of the 82nd Airborne Di-
vision are facing a fourth tour. With 
these repeated tours and the continu-
ation of the ‘‘stop loss’’ policy of forc-
ibly retaining troops on active duty in 
order to maintain unit integrity neces-
sitated by the strain this war is placing 
on our forces, it is difficult to under-
stand why these troops should not be 
entitled to a continuity of command. 
The troops appreciate the effectiveness 
of working together as a unit when 
confronting danger on a regular basis. 
They deserve a leadership corps that, 
like them, functions together as a unit 
and stay together. 

More than 12,000 servicemembers are 
currently affected by ‘‘stop loss’’ or-
ders that prohibit them from retiring 
or leaving the service even though they 
are eligible for retirement or their 
terms of enlistment have expired. That 
total includes 6,800 active-duty Army 
personnel, about 3,800 Army National 
Guard personnel and almost 1,500 Army 
Reservists who are not allowed to leave 
military service despite having ful-
filled their service obligations. 

LTG James Thurman, the Army’s 
deputy chief of staff for operations, has 
said that he hoped, but could not prom-
ise, that if the demand for troops sta-
bilized at around 15 combat brigades, 
the use of the ‘‘stop loss’’ could be 
ended by the end of fiscal year 2009, or 
the beginning of fiscal year 2010—in 
September or October of 2009, more 
than a year from now. ‘‘But demand ex-
ceeds supply right now,’’ he stated. For 
the 12,000 affected servicemembers, and 
those who will become eligible to retire 
or leave service between now and late 
2009, this amounts to another 18 
months of forced conscription. Until 
the practice of ‘‘stop loss’’ is ended, 
perhaps General Petraeus and other 
military leaders should remain in their 
current assignments until the U.S. can 
transition the responsibility for the se-
curity of Iraq to Iraqis. 

Mr. LEAHY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
GEN David H. Petraeus to be general? 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant journal clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) and the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 95, 
nays 2, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 171 Ex.] 

YEAS—95 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dodd 

Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 

Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—2 

Byrd Harkin 

NOT VOTING—3 

Kennedy McCain Obama 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question now is, Will the Senate advise 
and consent to the nomination of Lt. 
Gen. Raymond T. Odierno to be Gen-
eral? 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) and the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TESTER). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 96, 
nays 1, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 172 Ex.] 

YEAS—96 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Clinton 

Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dodd 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 

Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 

Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 

Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 

Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—1 

Harkin 

NOT VOTING—3 

Kennedy McCain Obama 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, en bloc, and the Presi-
dent will be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

The Senator from Virginia is recog-
nized. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I thank 
all the Members of the Senate. We just 
had two historic votes. The men and 
women in the Armed Forces, particu-
larly those serving in Iraq and Afghani-
stan, will be greatly heartened to hear 
that the Senate has given the strongest 
possible advice and consent, each Mem-
ber coming to the floor and casting 
their vote. I think it is a landmark sit-
uation and one which is respected and 
appreciated across our uniformed serv-
ices and the many civilians who serve 
with them. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, it is 

generally my policy to defer to Presi-
dents on executive branch nomina-
tions. Accordingly, I voted to confirm 
the nominations of General Petraeus 
and Lieutenant General Odierno. How-
ever, I am concerned that General 
Petraeus has not always been forth-
right in his congressional testimony 
about matters such as the limitations 
of the Iraqi Security Forces and Iran’s 
influence over the Iraqi government. I 
am also concerned that General 
Petraeus, as CENTCOM Commander, 
would continue to prioritize deploy-
ments to Iraq over Afghanistan, de-
spite al-Qaida’s safe haven along the 
Afghanistan border in Pakistan and its 
support for a resurgent Taliban. I look 
forward to a new administration that 
recognizes that the Iraq war is a dis-
traction from our top national security 
priority—the global fight against al- 
Qaida and its affiliates. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, today, 
the Senate considered nominations for 
two very important positions that will 
affect how our country moves forward 
in Iraq and the Middle East. While I 
highly respect the service that these 
men have provided to their country, I 
do not believe that either General 
Petraeus or Lieutenant General 
Odierno will take the United States in 
the direction that we need, particu-
larly in Iraq where we need a timetable 
for redeployment of United States 
forces so that our country can begin to 
more effectively address the very real 
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threat posed by terrorists in other 
areas, such as Afghanistan, as well as 
around the globe. 

I believe that General Petraeus has 
been an unapologetic supporter of this 
misguided war in Iraq, continually toe-
ing the administration’s party line and 
failing to acknowledge many of the 
grave failings that have occurred. The 
military alone will not be able to sta-
bilize Iraq, we must understand the po-
litical and diplomatic situation at 
hand, and I do not believe that under 
General Petraeus’ leadership, the nec-
essary reconciliation to allow the Iraqi 
Government to take control has oc-
curred. General Petraeus has shown no 
willingness to take us in this new di-
rection, and it is for this reason that 
cannot support his nomination. 

With respect to Lieutenant General 
Odierno, I believe that his past com-
mand of the 4th Infantry Division dem-
onstrated what I consider to be serious 
flaws in judgment. General Odierno re-
fused to characterize the insurgency 
that began after the fall of the Saddam 
Hussein regime as anything that was 
serious and worthy of U.S. strategy 
shift. As we know, the failure to cor-
rectly assess the nature of the insur-
gency helped fuel years of violence in 
Iraq. 

We are long overdue for a new course 
in Iraq. The tragically overwhelming 
costs of this war in both lives and re-
sources have distracted us from the ini-
tial task of fighting al-Qaida. It is time 
that we have leaders who will be able 
to independently assess our military 
mission in Iraq, Afghanistan, and the 
Middle East rather than unquestion-
ably support the failed policies of this 
administration. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session. 

f 

AMERICAN HOUSING RESCUE AND 
FORECLOSURE PREVENTION ACT 
OF 2008—Continued 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

REQUEST TO BE EXCUSED 

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that I be ex-
cused from the call of the Senate until 
the first vote that occurs on July 14. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ENERGY 
Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, I 

want to take a moment to speak about 
one of the most important issues facing 
our country right now, and that is the 
energy crisis, in terms of the high cost 
of energy and the fact that people will 
be suffering very significantly this 
coming winter—in fact, this summer— 
if we do not address it. 

In that regard, on June 24, I intro-
duced S. 3186, the Warm in Winter and 
Cool in Summer Act, to provide imme-
diate relief to millions of senior citi-
zens, families with children, and the 
disabled, who are struggling to pay 
their home energy bills. Specifically, 
this bill would nearly double the fund-
ing for the highly successful Low-In-
come Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram, commonly called LIHEAP, in fis-
cal year 2008, taking LIHEAP from 
$2.57 billion to $5.1 billion, a total in-
crease of over $2.5 billion. 

I thank Majority Leader REID for 
completing the rule XIV process for 
this important piece of legislation and 
placing it directly on the Senate cal-
endar. My understanding is that we 
will have this bill on the floor before 
we recess for the August vacation. It is 
important we do that, and I thank Sen-
ator HARRY REID very much for allow-
ing us to move forward in that direc-
tion. 

I also thank the 26 Senators who are 
cosponsors of this tripartisan legisla-
tion. This bill absolutely is a 
tripartisan piece of legislation. At this 
point, we have 18 Democrats on board, 
we have 8 Republicans on board, and I 
expect more will be coming on in the 
coming days and weeks. I thank Sen-
ators OBAMA, COLEMAN, LEAHY, SMITH, 
DURBIN, SNOWE, MURRAY, SUNUNU, 
LANDRIEU, COLLINS, MURKOWSKI, CLIN-
TON, LUGAR, CANTWELL, GREGG, KERRY, 
CARDIN, KENNEDY, SCHUMER, BROWN, 
KLOBUCHAR, MENENDEZ, CASEY, BINGA-
MAN, STABENOW, and LAUTENBERG for 
their support. 

This legislation not only has strong 
bipartisan support here in the Senate, 
it is also moving in the House, and it 
also has been endorsed by numerous 
groups all across this country, includ-
ing the AARP, the National Grange, 
the National Conference of State Leg-
islatures, the National Community Ac-
tion Foundation, the National Associa-
tion of State Energy Officials, the Alli-
ance For Rural America, the Northeast 
Public Power Association, the National 
Consumer Law Center on behalf of its 
low-income clients, the Edison Electric 
Institute, the National Fuel Funds 
Network, and the Petroleum Marketers 
Association of America. 

I think we are going to show more 
and more support in coming weeks, but 
there is a widespread understanding 

that we are facing a crisis in this coun-
try and that the President and the Con-
gress have to act. 

Let me read a support letter I re-
ceived from the AARP, the American 
Association of Retired Persons. As you 
know, the AARP represents over 39 
million Americans, and this is what 
the AARP said. 

AARP fully supports the Warm in Winter 
and Cool in Summer Act. This legislation 
will provide needed relief for many older per-
sons who may not receive assistance—de-
spite their eligibility—due to a lack of fund-
ing. Older Americans who are more suscep-
tible to hypothermia and heat stroke know 
the importance of heating and cooling their 
homes. They often skimp on other neces-
sities to pay their utility bills. However, to-
day’s escalating energy prices and the Na-
tion’s unpredictable and extreme tempera-
tures are adding to the growing economic 
hardships faced by seniors. LIHEAP is under-
funded and unable to meet the energy assist-
ance needs of the program’s eligible house-
holds. 

I thank the AARP very much for 
their strong support of this legislation. 

Let me also quote from a very recent 
New York Times editorial. This is what 
the New York Times said the other 
day. 

A bill just introduced in the Senate would 
provide about $2.5 billion under the Low-In-
come Home Energy Assistance Program. 
Half would be released to the States to help 
low-income residents pay their energy bills 
and half would sit in a contingency fund that 
could be tapped at the discretion of the 
President. When the bill comes up for a vote, 
likely later this month, Congress should ap-
prove it and President Bush should sign it 
into law. As the economy slows and oil 
prices rise, helping Americans who cannot 
afford to heat their homes is a matter of 
public health and safety as well as a moral 
imperative. People without adequate heat 
are vulnerable to illness, and people strug-
gling to pay the heating bills may be tempt-
ed to skimp on medicines and even food. No 
one should have to choose between heating 
and eating. If they act this summer, as they 
must, before the Presidential and congres-
sional campaigns send everyone home, Con-
gress and President Bush can help make sure 
that nobody has to make that choice. 

That is from the New York Times, 
and I appreciate the support of the New 
York Times on this issue. 

Make no mistake about it, we have 
an energy emergency in Vermont and 
all across this country, and it is about 
time the President and the Congress 
treated this as the emergency it is. As 
many of my colleagues understand, the 
price of heating oil skyrocketed last 
winter, making it extremely difficult 
for some of my constituents and people 
all across this country to stay alive, 
especially when the temperature 
dropped well below zero. Next winter 
will even be worse. 

At this time last year, heating oil 
prices were about $2.50 a gallon. Today, 
they are about $4.50 a gallon. Fuel deal-
ers in Vermont are telling me that if 
this trend continues, heating oil prices 
could surpass $5 a gallon by December. 
I must tell you, Madam President, that 
all across my State people are very 
worried about how they will in fact be 
able to adequately heat their homes 
next winter. 
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Meanwhile, LIHEAP funding is 23 

percent less than it was 2 years ago, 
completely eviscerating the purchasing 
power of this extremely important pro-
gram. In fact, after adjusting for infla-
tion, the Federal Government spent 
more money on LIHEAP 20 years ago 
than it is spending today. So we have a 
real crisis we have got to address. 

It is not an exaggeration to say this 
is a life-and-death situation. People 
use that phrase often, but in this sense 
we are describing the reality facing a 
number of people. According to the 
Centers for Disease Control, over 1,000 
Americans all across this country died 
from hypothermia in their own homes 
from 1992 to 2002, the latest figures we 
have available. Over 1,000 Americans 
died from hypothermia. In other words, 
they froze to death in the United 
States because they were unable to af-
ford to heat their homes. How many of 
these deaths were preventable? Well, 
the answer is, all of them, according to 
the CDC. 

We will probably not know for sev-
eral years how many Americans died 
last winter because they could not af-
ford to heat their homes, but clearly 
one death is too many. And everything 
being equal, if we do not act, I think 
we can reasonably expect the number 
of people dying of hypothermia in this 
country will only go up. If heating oil 
even approaches $5 a gallon by next 
winter, we will have a public health 
emergency throughout the northern 
tier of this country, and this is some-
thing we have to address. 

I wish also to point out that, al-
though I come from a cold weather 
State—and I hope and expect all of my 
colleagues understand this—LIHEAP 
does not only help constituents in the 
northern part of our country stay 
warm in the winter, it also helps people 
in the South and the West stay cool in 
the summer. Right now, many people 
in the southern and western States are 
suffering with temperatures frequently 
soaring past 100 degrees while their 
electricity prices are rapidly increas-
ing. 

I was in Nevada last week, and the 
temperature there was something like 
110 to 115 degrees. That is hot. I cannot 
imagine a frail or elderly person, some-
body who is ill, trying to survive in 
that kind of weather. Those people are 
going to need help today as much as 
people in the North will need help when 
the winter comes. 

Recently, USA Today ran a headline 
on its front page and it said: 

Price jolt: Electricity bills going up, up, 
up. 

That was a headline, front-page 
story. According to this story: 

Utilities across the USA are raising power 
prices up to 29 percent, mostly to pay for 
soaring fuel cost. . . . The spikes come after 
rising fuel prices already have driven up util-
ity bills nearly 30 percent the past 5 years, 
the sharpest jump since the 1970s energy cri-
sis. 

Let me give an example of why 
LIHEAP funding is vital, right now, for 

these hot-weather States. Arizona, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Kentucky, Mis-
sissippi, and Florida have either ex-
hausted all their LIHEAP funding or 
are on the verge of running out of 
funds. In other words, they will have 
absolutely no support from the Federal 
Government to help millions of senior 
citizens on fixed incomes, low-income 
families with kids or the disabled stay 
cool this winter. They are running out 
of funds right now. 

As I have indicated, with the price of 
electricity going up and up, with the 
economy in the tank, people are having 
a harder and harder time paying their 
electric bills, air-conditioners are run 
on electricity, and if you don’t have 
your electricity, you don’t have your 
air-conditioner, and if you are old and 
you are frail and you are sick, you are 
in a lot of trouble. 

From 1999 to 2003, over 3,400 deaths in 
this country were due to excessive 
heat. All these deaths were prevent-
able, and air-conditioning is the best 
way to prevent these deaths from oc-
curring, according to the Centers for 
Disease Control. In fact, more people in 
the United States—and this is an inter-
esting fact that I think many people 
are not aware of—more people in the 
United States have died from the ex-
treme heat than from floods, torna-
does, and hurricanes combined, since 
1998. 

CNN may not be in a senior citizen’s 
bedroom when she expires because of 
heat exhaustion. They are there with 
the floods and hurricanes and cyclones 
and tornadoes—we understand that. 
But we need to reiterate that more 
people in the United States have died 
from the extreme heat than from 
floods, tornadoes, and hurricanes com-
bined. 

Meanwhile, the Federal Government 
spends less money preventing these 
deaths from occurring than any other 
natural disaster we face, according to 
the CDC. 

My point is, hurricanes and floods 
certainly are emergencies. I have al-
ways supported efforts to address these 
emergencies. I want my colleagues to 
know that when the weather gets 20 
below in Vermont and Maine and New 
Hampshire, that is an emergency. 
When the weather gets to 110 degrees in 
California or Nevada, that is also an 
emergency. We have to act. 

My legislation will begin to move us 
in the right direction. If this legisla-
tion becomes law, as I certainly hope it 
will be, the State of Arizona would re-
ceive over $24 million, the State of 
Kentucky would receive over $34 mil-
lion, the State of Georgia would re-
ceive over $70 million, and the State of 
Florida would receive over $80 million 
to keep their residents cool this sum-
mer. 

The point I am making is, I don’t 
want anybody to think that because I 
represent Vermont and we are from the 
Northeast, that this is simply a cold- 
weather issue. It is not. It is an issue 
for every region of this country. 

In addition to all that I have said, it 
is important to understand that tens of 
thousands of Americans have had their 
utility and natural gas service shut off 
this year, and millions more are in 
danger of having these services cut off 
because they are at least 1 month late 
in paying their bills. There is a lot of 
attention, obviously, on housing fore-
closures that we have been focusing on. 
But let us not forget that as people 
lose their jobs, as people’s wages de-
cline, as utility bills go up, we are 
looking at utility cutoffs in a very dra-
matic way. 

Increasing LIHEAP funding will 
allow these Americans to turn their 
electricity and other essential utility 
services back on right now so they can 
cool their homes this summer and heat 
their homes next winter. According to 
the National Energy Assistance Direc-
tors’ Association, a record 15 million 
American families, or nearly 15 percent 
of all households, are at least 30 days 
overdue in paying their utility bills. 

Let me conclude by thanking the 26 
cosponsors, including 8 Republicans, 
who are onboard this legislation. Let 
me thank AARP and the many na-
tional organizations that are sup-
porting this. Let me thank Senator 
REID for completing the rule XIV proc-
ess. 

I hope very much that in a week or 
two, certainly before we break for the 
August recess, we will be voting on this 
legislation. I hope we win it by a very 
large majority. 

I thank Majority Leader REID and all 
my colleagues who are supporting this 
legislation and look forward to, in the 
very short term, reassuring people 
throughout this country that we are 
mindful of the impact high energy 
costs are having on their lives, and we 
are here to do something about it. 

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
ask the question, are we in morning 
business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is not in morning business. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent to speak for a few minutes as 
in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ENERGY 
Mr. GRASSLEY. We are all aware of 

the impact rising energy costs have 
had on Americans and our economy. 
Every home and business in America 
has seen energy costs skyrocket. That 
is true with the price of home heating 
oil, electricity generated from natural 
gas or the gasoline and diesel for our 
cars and trucks, and probably a lot of 
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other energy uses and sources of en-
ergy you could throw in there as well. 
These costs permeate through our 
economy by driving up costs for the 
transportation and production of food, 
to the manufacturing and industrial 
sectors of our economy. Obviously, 
those hurt most are the families who 
feel it in their pocketbooks when they 
pay their utility bills, fill their cars or 
trucks to get to work or take their 
kids to school, or even buy groceries. 
They do not have the ability to pass it 
on, as do people in the middle of the 
chain. 

A key component of a strong and vi-
brant economy is reliable and afford-
able energy. For businesses to grow, for 
productivity to increase, we need more 
energy. And in the process of more en-
ergy, I mean more sources of energy, 
but I do not preclude any way we can 
save energy, and an ethic to save en-
ergy as well. 

It is a fact of life that each American 
generation has lived better than the 
predecessor generation, and my genera-
tion and the next generation and the 
next generation expects to live a little 
better than the previous generation. 
That is the American dream; that is 
the American way. It is not going to 
happen if we do not have affordable en-
ergy. To have affordable energy, it is as 
simple as economics 101: when the price 
is high, with an increased supply, the 
price will go down. 

So all of this means that we need to 
use energy not only more but more ef-
ficiently. It also means you cannot rely 
just on fossil fuels. God only made so 
much of that. We need to develop alter-
native and renewable sources of en-
ergy. But renewable energy and energy 
efficiency are only a part of the solu-
tion. I guess I would say that when you 
talk about energy, you talk about 
three: No. 1, more sources of present 
fossil fuels; No. 2, alternative energy— 
and for a guy like me from corn coun-
try, I am not talking only about eth-
anol, but biodiesel, biomass, wind. I 
happened to sponsor, 15 years ago, the 
wind energy tax credit that now exists 
and which has brought vibrant wind en-
ergy to a lot of the Midwest. And also, 
lastly, conservation. I am talking 
about not only a Government policy on 
conservation which we have in place in 
the sense of a tax incentive for fuel-ef-
ficient cars and also tax incentives for 
energy-efficient home appliances, to 
name two, but there is a personal ethic 
of more conservation that we are see-
ing in America right now. The latest 
figures I know of are March 2008 versus 
March 2007. Because of the increased 
price of gasoline, we drove 5 percent 
less miles this March than a year ago, 
and that is the largest decrease or 
greatest decrease in energy use since 
energy was this high on an inflationary 
basis back in 1979. 

So Americans are conserving price, 
they are conserving when they buy 
these fuel cell cars where you get the 
tax credit. But it cannot only be con-
servation. And too often I hear in this 
body: Do not drill; conserve. 

You have to do drilling and you have 
to do conserving. But you also have to 
have that third factor, which is very 
popular with a person like me, alter-
native energy, because alternative en-
ergy, in the case of ethanol as an exam-
ple, is good for farmers, is good for the 
environment, and it is good for jobs in 
rural America. We never thought we 
would have these kinds of jobs where 
we set up a refinery in rural America 
to make alternative energy. It is good 
for our national security, and it is good 
for our economic security. So you have 
to have a broad base. 

One area in which we have done lit-
tle, though, to help ourselves is the de-
veloping of domestic sources of tradi-
tional energy. For too many years, we 
have shunned the use of domestic af-
fordable coal and we have hindered the 
expansion of our domestic nuclear en-
ergy. Why would we do that when 
France gets 80 percent of its energy 
from nuclear? Why would we not have 
the reprocessing of spent nuclear fuel 
when they do it in other countries to 
reduce the necessity of finding a stor-
age place for it to such a great extent 
as we have in this country? 

What is it that people, young people, 
would come to my office last fall and 
say: We ought to stop using coal. Well, 
when you generate 55 percent of your 
electricity on average from coal, what 
do they expect—that we should not 
have lights, we should not have electric 
motors on our air-conditioning, et 
cetera? Where do they get ideas like 
that? 

There is something wrong when there 
is not some reality to what the energy 
situation is in this country and you 
should not use coal and you should not 
use nuclear energy. Where does that 
sort of thought take you? It does not 
meet the commonsense test that we 
would establish in the Midwest of 
something being a good idea or a bad 
idea. 

As a result of our policies here in 
Washington, we have driven the expo-
nential demand for clean-burning nat-
ural gas and pushed our oil dependancy 
to nearly 60 percent. Yet we have done 
very little to increase the supply of en-
ergy to meet new demand because of an 
attitude of ‘‘no drill, no drill.’’ 

What is the sense of paying $140 for a 
barrel of oil, sending it over to some 
Arab nation where they are going to 
train terrorists to kill us because they 
do not like us? It would be better to 
keep that $140 here in the United 
States. It would be good for our econ-
omy. It would be better for our na-
tional defense. It would be better all 
around. 

It is intellectually dishonest to talk 
about the offensively high prices of 
home heating fuel or $4 gasoline for our 
cars while also opposing every effort to 
increase the supply of home heating oil 
and natural gas that would lower these 
prices, a la economics 101: if you in-
crease supply, the price goes down. It 
seems to me that some of my col-
leagues whom I listen to here—the very 

same ones who are blaming high gaso-
line prices on the Bush administration 
are the very same ones who do not 
want to drill. It does not add up. That 
is why I say it is intellectually dis-
honest. It is disingenuous to clamor 
about the cost of crude oil and gasoline 
while ignoring half of the law of supply 
and demand. 

Members of this body continue to 
point out the outrageous burden to our 
citizens because of high energy costs. I 
would suggest that some should look 
closely at the votes they cast that lim-
ited the development of our domestic 
resources. We have a responsibility 
here in Congress to address the under-
lying causes of high energy costs. That 
includes increasing energy efficiency, 
producing alternatives and renewables, 
and developing domestic traditional 
sources. In other words, let me get 
back to the three-finger rule: No 1, 
more drilling; No. 2, Government in-
centives for alternative energy; No. 3, 
Government incentives for conserva-
tion and also what individuals can do 
in conservation. 

I point out something that is just ir-
rational, irrational right here on Cap-
itol Hill. I saw it—let’s see, what time 
was it today? It was 11 o’clock. I was 
out on the steps to meet with members 
of the Iowa FFA, the Future Farmers 
of America, the leaders who are here to 
study leadership and to learn about the 
political process. Lined up across this 
new brick area out here east of the 
Capitol were a whole bunch of black 
SUVs idling, parked and idling. Why 
can’t we have an ethic on Capitol Hill, 
whether it is Ambassadors who are 
coming up here, whether it is the Vice 
President coming up here, or whether 
it is our own elected leaders who have 
chauffeur-driven cars, to turn off the 
cars? If you want to stay cool, come in 
this building and save the $4 gas. We 
have to promote some leadership on 
conservation here, and it can start 
right here with the Federal Govern-
ment. I do not know who owns those 
black SUVs. I got a couple of license 
plates I am going to look up. But we 
can set an ethic here. 

But you have to have all three of 
these, and conservation is one of them. 
You can have tax incentives for con-
servation, but you can also do a lot of 
personal conservation. Even with my 
own staff sometimes, you drive up to 
park to go into a town meeting, and 
they sit there for 10 seconds before 
they turn off the ignition. I have 
learned to reach over and turn it off 
just as soon as the car has come to a 
complete stop or even just a little bit 
before. 

Another problem we have in this 
country is the United States is the 
only country I am aware of that is 
choosing not to drill where we know oil 
and gas exist. 

How many times have we heard on 
the Senate floor: There is only 13 bil-
lion barrels of oil in Alaska. It is going 
to take 10 years to access and get it 
down here. It is not going to make any 
difference. 
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That is not supposed to be a big deal? 

If that isn’t a big deal, how come just 
within the last year they found 5 or 6 
billion barrels of oil offshore of Brazil, 
and it was a big deal, a big deal from 
the standpoint of energy efficiency for 
Brazil? And it was a big point for en-
hancing the inventory of known oil 
supplies worldwide because, just like 
money is fungible, oil is fungible. 
Wherever you find another drop of oil, 
it has some impact on the inventory. It 
has some impact on supply. So it ought 
to be just as big or twice as big of a 
deal because we have 13 billion barrels 
of oil in Alaska, as an example. 

Isn’t this silly? Here in the United 
States, these lower 48, we have Mexico 
south of us, Canada north of us. They 
are doing everything they can to find 
every drop of oil they can; in Canada, 
getting it out of the tar sands. Yet 
what is unique about the United 
States? We are part of North America. 
We are right in the middle of North 
America. North and south of us is 
every attempt to get every drop of en-
ergy they can but not here. Isn’t there 
something wrong with us when we take 
that attitude? But while you take that 
attitude, it is OK to ask the Saudis for 
more oil. It is OK to ask to be depend-
ent on countries such as Iran and Ven-
ezuela for our economic security. It is 
OK to send $140 a barrel over there. 
But, boy, don’t take a drop of oil out of 
the ground here where we are not drill-
ing now and keep the $140 here. It is 
not OK to open areas at home where we 
know there is oil and gas. 

As I say so often, this defies common 
sense. I think my constituents know it 
because in every one of the 14 town 
meetings I had Monday, Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Thursday of last week 
in western Iowa, this issue of why we 
don’t drill for our own oil has come up. 
For 4 years before that, I don’t think I 
heard much about it. But it sure is a 
big deal waking up people. Maybe that 
is some advantage of $4 gas. It is harm-
ful to the economy, harmful to middle- 
income people, more harmful to low-in-
come people, but it might wake up 
America to have a more balanced en-
ergy policy, which is threefold: drill, 
alternative energy, and conservation. 

There are some on the other side of 
the aisle who wouldn’t be able to point 
to a single area where we should look 
for oil and natural gas. We have four or 
five people on my side of the aisle. So 
this is just not a Democratic thing, but 
there are more Democrats who believe 
that than Republicans. 

In 2006, Congress took action and 
voted to open 8.3 million acres in the 
Gulf of Mexico to oil and gas drilling. 
However, when the Senate considered 
the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security 
Act in August of that year, 24 Demo-
crats, including Senator OBAMA, or 57 
percent of the caucus opposed that leg-
islation. This was even after Hurri-
canes Katrina and Rita ripped through 
the gulf without a single oil or gas in-
cident. 

Today oil is more than $135 a barrel. 
Families, small businesses, and truck-

ers are suffering from the increased 
cost of energy. Farmers have been 
forced to pay outrageous prices for an-
hydrous ammonia fertilizer this spring 
because of the cost of natural gas. Ten 
years ago we produced domestically 
nearly all of our fertilizer needs. Now 
we are dependent upon other countries 
for 55 percent of that fertilizer. Con-
gress must act to develop our resources 
at home. We can take action today to 
develop in responsible ways our own 
domestic supplies of oil and natural gas 
What I am saying is, you can do this 
and not harm the environment. 

A bill I recently cosponsored, intro-
duced by Senator MCCONNELL, would 
take action to reduce gas prices. It 
would allow States to explore for oil or 
natural gas in the Outer Continental 
Shelf. It would allow Governors in 
coastal States to petition for a lifting 
of a moratorium within their State 
boundaries. The Pacific and Atlantic 
regions of the Outer Continental Shelf, 
which this bill would allow for leasing, 
hold an estimated 14 billion barrels of 
recoverable oil and 55 trillion cubic 
feet of natural gas. But a moratorium 
currently prohibits production in those 
very areas. The Gas Price Reduction 
Act would take sensible action to allow 
these resources to be developed. 

It is time that we end the obstruc-
tion of reasonable, environmentally re-
sponsible development of domestic oil 
and gas resources. 

Bottom line: I hope my colleagues 
will recognize the extreme burden 
American consumers are experiencing. 
It is past time to take action to in-
crease our energy supply, increase our 
economic and national security, and 
develop the resources that God gave us. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Louisiana. 
Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I rise 

to talk about the very serious energy 
situation. There is a crisis focused 
around gasoline prices that we face in 
our country. I want to start by compli-
menting the distinguished Senator 
from Iowa for doing the same, for fo-
cusing on this crucial priority that 
every American is facing, is struggling 
with in terms of dealing with the fam-
ily budget. I certainly agree with my 
colleague, this is the No. 1 concern of 
every American I talk to. Literally ev-
eryone I talk to says this is the top pri-
ority. This is a true crisis. This isn’t 
just hitting me in the pocketbook 
every day, every week, every month. 
This is threatening our future. This is 
threatening our economy. 

Given that, there is an obvious ques-
tion that those same Louisianans and 
Americans are also asking. The ques-
tion is, why isn’t Congress acting? 
They hear us talking and making 
speeches and squabbling back and 
forth, but the obvious question they 
are asking is, why isn’t Congress act-
ing on this crisis that all of us face 
every day, every week, every month, 
that threatens our families’ futures, 
that threatens our economy? 

I don’t have a good answer. Congress 
should not only talk and make speech-
es and jabber about this, but Congress 
must come together in a bipartisan 
way and act. Congress must take the 
advice of the distinguished Senator 
from Iowa and not do either/or, this or 
that, no just this, no just that. We need 
to do all of the above. Our energy situ-
ation is so dire, we need to use less and 
find more right here at home. And we 
have the ability to do that. So, once 
again, why aren’t we acting? 

Unfortunately, right now this ques-
tion could not be clearer because while 
Americans in every State of the Union 
face this challenge every time they go 
to the gas station, every time they 
look at their family budget, the Senate 
is doing something very different. The 
distinguished majority leader is plan-
ning to turn from the legislation on 
the Senate floor now regarding housing 
and next take up not energy, not gaso-
line prices, but a bill that would triple 
the level of foreign aid that we send 
overseas in terms of AIDS relief. AIDS 
is a very serious worldwide problem. 
But let me say two things. First, under 
President Bush’s leadership, the United 
States has led the world in addressing 
that issue, particularly in Africa, in a 
very aggressive way. I support that. 
President Bush has led that, with oth-
ers in the private sector such as Bono. 
But we are doing that. 

The question I am bringing up is, is 
it really appropriate now at this mo-
ment to take up a bill to more than tri-
ple that foreign aid rather than taking 
up a bill to address energy and gasoline 
prices by using less and finding more 
right here at home? 

I can tell you what the American 
people would say. Everyone in the 
State of Louisiana, everyone I know 
across the country would say: that is 
not a close call. That is not a close 
call. Global AIDS is a huge problem, 
and we have acted aggressively to help 
address it. The United States has led in 
that effort. But what is hurting us 
every day, every week, every month, 
every time we go to the gas station, 
every time we have ever more painful 
discussions at the family kitchen table 
about the budget, what is impacting us 
is gasoline prices and energy. They 
would say that is not a close call. 

In this context, I urge the majority 
leader to turn to what is clearly the 
top priority of the American people. It 
is real simple. They elect us to come to 
the Senate, to come to the House and 
act together as grown-ups in a bipar-
tisan way to solve real problems. It is 
also real simple: The biggest very real 
problem they face is gasoline prices 
and energy. Why aren’t we acting? 
They are asking that over and over. 
Yes, we talk and speechify and jabber 
and often finger point, but why aren’t 
we acting? 

I believe the solution is simple. As 
soon as we finish the matter which we 
will hopefully wrap up today, the hous-
ing bill, we should turn to what is by 
far the top priority, worry, concern of 
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the American people. We should turn 
to legislation to directly address gaso-
line prices, the energy situation, by 
both using less at home and finding 
more right here at home to lessen our 
dependence on foreign sources. 

Again, that is a pretty clear choice. 
What do we go to next? The distin-
guished majority leader’s suggestion is 
a bill to more than triple the foreign 
aid we already send overseas for HIV/ 
AIDS relief. Again, that is a serious 
issue and a serious problem. We have 
been addressing it in a serious way: $15 
billion for that program under Presi-
dent Bush’s leadership. But the ques-
tion is, what do we do next? Turn to a 
bill that would more than triple that 
or turn to a bill to address the top con-
cern, bar none, of the American people, 
gasoline prices and energy? I would ob-
viously suggest the latter. 

There are lots of ideas around about 
what we need to do on the energy front. 
The first consensus we should reach is 
that we should do a whole lot of these 
ideas. It is not either/or, one side or the 
other. It is not just conserve or just 
drill. It is, as the distinguished Senator 
from Iowa said, all of the above. We 
need to use less and find more and 
produce more right here at home. 

Many of us, well over 40 in this body, 
have come together around such a bill. 
That bill is S. 3202, the Gas Price Re-
duction Act. That bill is aimed to di-
rectly address this current gasoline 
price crisis and the current energy sit-
uation. It would do it in a broad-based 
way, not everything under the Sun. It 
is fairly focused, but it would do it in 
a broad-based way by both using less 
and finding more, producing more right 
here at home. It has four main compo-
nents, each of which is important. 

First of all, let me mention the com-
ponent I worked very hard on. I drafted 
this component as a stand-alone bill, 
but the main outline of the provisions 
was also adopted in the broader bill; 
and that would be to open our vast, sig-
nificant resources of oil and natural 
gas that lie in our ocean bottoms off 
the coasts of the United States. 

When I explain this to most folks in 
Louisiana, they are stunned that we 
have major, significant untapped re-
sources in our ocean bottoms well off 
our coasts, but Congress has acted in 
the past to take almost all that off the 
table. In fact, of all those oil and nat-
ural gas resources we have in our ocean 
bottoms off our coasts, Congress has 
said we cannot touch 85 percent of it. 

Fifteen percent, yes. That is mostly 
in my part of the world, in the Gulf of 
Mexico, and mostly the western gulf. 
But for 85 percent, Congress has said: 
No. Can’t touch that. Can’t get that. 
Yes, it will lessen our dependence. Yes, 
we can do it in an environmentally sen-
sitive way. Yes, we have new tech-
nology. Yes, we have lateral drilling, 
horizontal drilling, and the like, but 
you can’t touch that. Eighty-five per-
cent of that is off limits. 

The first component of our bill, S. 
3202, the Gas Price Reduction Act, 

would say we can go after those re-
sources that are 50 miles or more off 
our coasts if the host State involved 
wants us to do that, and if we give a 
fair revenue share of 37.5 percent to 
that host State to compensate that 
host State for any difficulty and in-
volvement and partnership involved. 

In so doing, that would be expanding 
on a very important precedent, a very 
important policy we set 2 years ago 
when we established that historic rev-
enue sharing specifically—37.5 per-
cent—in opening new areas of the gulf. 
So that is part 1 of the bill. 

Part 2 of the bill turns to the enor-
mous resources we have on land in the 
United States. It turns to States in the 
Western part of the United States, 
where there are enormous shale re-
sources, and says: We will allow pro-
duction of energy in those shale depos-
its. If you think it is maybe the wrong 
policy to put 85 percent of our re-
sources offshore off limits, in the in-
stance of Western shale, it is worse. 
Congress has put 100 percent of that en-
ergy off limits because of a bar, a mor-
atorium, Congress has set saying: We 
cannot use any of that energy. 

Once again, the American people are 
stunned. They do not get this. They 
face a real crisis in terms of energy. 
They know more supply, particularly 
here at home, can stabilize prices, can 
increase our independence, and yet a 
majority in Congress is saying: 100 per-
cent of that is off limits. That does not 
make sense. So part 2 of this bill, S. 
3202, the Gas Price Reduction Act, 
would allow exploration in those West-
ern shale deposits. 

Part 3 turns to the demand side be-
cause it is not either/or. It is not just 
one thing or just another. It is not 
drill, drill, drill, and do nothing else. 
But we also need to conserve and use 
new sources of energy. So title III of 
the bill would create major new incen-
tives to push forward technology and 
bring it to market more effectively in 
terms of electric and plug-in cars. 

That is a very exciting technological 
development that is progressing. But 
we can push it along. We can create tax 
and other incentives to hasten the de-
velopment of larger batteries so these 
plug-in cars can be part of the answer 
in terms of our transportation issue, 
can lessen our use of gasoline, can less-
en our reliance on dangerous foreign 
sources. The third part of the bill does 
that. It creates major incentives. It is 
a major push to the development of 
more plug-in, electric, and related 
technology cars that can lessen our de-
mand. 

Then, the last part of the bill, part 4 
of S. 3202, the Gas Price Reduction Act, 
would look at this very worrisome 
issue of speculation. It would give new 
power, new authority to the agency 
that has authority and a role in the 
regulation of speculators. It would put 
more policemen on the beat, if you 
will, to make sure there is not inappro-
priate, out-of-control speculation that 
may be running the price up even more 

than the normal forces of supply and 
demand. 

So that is part 4 of the bill, address-
ing legitimate concerns about specula-
tion, putting more cops on the beat, 
giving more authority to those regu-
latory bodies which are supposed to be 
looking after that issue. 

These four components of this bill 
are not the only four good ideas out 
there. There are plenty more good 
ideas. There are plenty of other things 
we do need to do. I would like to open 
up ANWR, the Alaska National Wildlife 
Refuge. I would like to put additional 
incentives in place for fuel efficiency 
and conservation and new sources of 
energy. There are a lot of exciting pos-
sibilities in my own State of Louisiana 
for certain biofuels, including that pro-
duced from sugar, that produced from 
new crops with sorghum, and other 
very promising biofuels that do not 
have nearly the significant impact on 
food and commodity prices as ethanol 
does. 

So we need to do more. These four 
parts of this bill are not the only four 
good ideas out there. But we need to 
have this debate in a grownup, bipar-
tisan way. We need to come together 
with all the good ideas out there and 
present them in the best tradition of 
the Senate, which is open debate and 
open amendments, and then—and this 
is the most important part—and then 
we need to act. We need to stop simply 
speechifying, simply posturing, simply 
talking, and act. 

So I believe we must turn to this top 
concern and priority of the American 
people next. I believe we should not 
move from this housing bill which we 
are on right now to a bill that would 
more than triple our foreign aid that 
currently goes overseas to combat the 
very serious problem of AIDS and HIV. 
But instead we should turn to the top 
priority of the American people: gaso-
line prices and energy. 

With that in mind, I offer a very sim-
ple and straightforward unanimous 
consent request. It would say: Yes, this 
is the top priority of the American peo-
ple, so we are going to turn to it, and 
we are going to have an open debate, 
and we are going to let amendments 
come to the floor, we are going to have 
an open process and actually have de-
bate and votes on all those amend-
ments, and then we are going to act be-
cause that is what the American people 
want. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 3202 
So, Madam President, in that spirit, 

I ask unanimous consent that upon dis-
position of H.R. 3221, the housing legis-
lation, the Senate immediately proceed 
to the consideration of calendar No. 
854, which is S. 3202, the Gas Price Re-
duction Act, a bill to address record- 
high gas prices at the pump; and I fur-
ther ask unanimous consent that there 
be 4 hours of general debate, equally di-
vided, and upon the use of yielding 
back of that time, the Senate then pro-
ceed to consider amendments to the 
bill in a full and open amendment proc-
ess, as is the tradition of the Senate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection? 
The Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, 

on behalf of the Democratic leadership, 
who intends to bring a comprehensive 
bill to deal with gas prices to the floor, 
I have to object at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, re-
claiming the floor and reclaiming my 
time, let me say that is very unfortu-
nate. I am sure the American people 
are excited to hear that Congress 
might get to it someday. The problem 
is, they have been straining under 
these record-high prices for months 
and they have been looking at Congress 
and they have been seeing a lot of hot 
air and no action. Now what they see is 
the Senate taking up a bill to more 
than triple foreign aid that we send 
overseas for HIV/AIDS relief rather 
than taking up what is the most impor-
tant challenge and crisis they face 
every day: High gasoline prices and our 
energy situation. 

In my mind, nothing could under-
score more clearly how out of touch 
the distinguished majority leader is 
from the concerns of the American peo-
ple. We need to turn to this—not some-
time, not in the future—we need to 
turn to this now. We need to recog-
nize—not sometime in the future—that 
this is an issue. We need to recognize 
now that this is the top issue, bar none, 
of the American people, and we need to 
act. 

With that, Madam President, I yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey is recognized. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, 
parliamentary inquiry: I understand we 
are in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator, 
the Senate is considering a motion to 
disagree to two House amendments 
under cloture. But Senators have re-
quested time to speak as in morning 
business. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Let me ask another 
parliamentary question: I am free to 
speak at this point without limitation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator may speak for up to 1 hour on the 
question before the Senate or the Sen-
ator could request to speak as in morn-
ing business. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

Madam President, I am going to 
speak on the motion, and that is the 
main purpose of my coming, but I do 
wish to say that, in fact, we will be 
having a gas price bill and dealing with 
those issues on the floor very soon. I 
know the Senate Democratic leader-
ship intends to bring such a bill, but it 
will be a bill that is, hopefully, com-
prehensive in its nature and creates 
real opportunities to reduce gas prices 
and meet with the challenges. 

One of the factors we have today that 
we could get going on already is the 68 
million acres that the oil industry al-

ready has access to and is largely not 
drilling on. So before we ask for more, 
why don’t they move on that which 
they already have to drill on? 

Secondly— 
Mr. VITTER. Madam President, will 

the Senator yield for a question? 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, 

after I make my statement, I would be 
happy to. 

Secondly, I think Americans would 
be shocked to know that a lot of the 
domestic production in the country is 
sold abroad. It is not used here at 
home. That is something we want to 
deal with as well, and that will be part 
of a comprehensive bill that will come 
forward. 

Those are two items that could be 
dealt with immediately. I think it is 
critical, and one of those two does not 
even need a legislative response, al-
though, unfortunately, it is going to 
have to get one because the industry is 
not pursuing 68 million acres they al-
ready have. So that is alarming. 

I am glad to hear that some of my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
finally agree that market speculation 
is a critical part of this issue. We have 
been at this for some time, and this is 
the first time we have heard that is a 
critical component. It is a big part of 
what many of the oil industry execu-
tives have testified to before Congress. 

Finally, I would note it is interesting 
to me, we brought bills here on critical 
extenders in the area of making sure 
that renewable energy sources were 
incentivized and brought to the mass 
market concentration we need so we 
can break our dependency on oil, pe-
riod, whether it would be foreign or do-
mestic, and our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle objected. So you can-
not have it both ways. 

I am happy to yield to the Senator 
for a question. 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I 
thank the distinguished Senator. My 
only question, which I propose through 
the Chair to the distinguished Senator, 
is, I am excited to hear we might turn 
to all these issues sometime in the fu-
ture. I would like to know what that 
timetable will be. Specifically, will the 
majority leader give us assurance that 
we will turn to this in a full way, in an 
open amendment process, before the 
August recess? 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, 
reclaiming the floor, I will be happy to 
give my observation. I do not pretend 
to speak for the majority leader in this 
regard, but I do believe that, in fact, 
we will see such action before this re-
cess is over, maybe as early as next 
week. So I am very hopeful, and believe 
very much so, that it is every intent of 
the majority to deal with this in very 
short shrift. 

Mr. VITTER. Would the Senator 
yield for another question? 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I would be happy to 
yield for one more question before I get 
to the focus of my statement. 

Mr. VITTER. That would be the sec-
ond part of my unanimous consent re-

quest which is very important for con-
sideration of these issues, to involve a 
full, open amendment process on the 
floor of the Senate, rather than the dis-
tinguished majority leader doing what 
he has done every time in the recent 
past, which is filling up the tree and 
blocking amendments. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Reclaiming my 
time on the floor, let me simply say, it 
is always the majority leader’s desire 
to have a full and open debate of the 
Senate. However, there are those of our 
colleagues who wish to use that full 
and open debate to pursue amendments 
that have nothing to do with reducing 
gas prices and dealing with our energy 
crisis or to be able to pursue a course 
that can bring conclusion to a bill and 
would give that type of relief to the 
American people but string it out and 
string it out on issues that are not rel-
evant. That is when the majority lead-
er has faced the necessity of moving in 
a different direction. 

So I do have the expectation that we 
will have a good debate and, more im-
portantly, we will have a good bill that 
will be comprehensive and that will 
give relief to the people, and I am 
happy to have answered my colleague’s 
questions. 

The main purpose for which I come 
to the floor as we debate the housing 
bill is to rise again to be a voice for 
those who have no voice in this hous-
ing crisis. Certainly, one of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
seems to not to hear the cries of chil-
dren who are being, in one respect, 
punished through no actions of their 
own—2 million of them in this country. 

I am not talking about homeowners, 
although I am certainly pleased that 
the bill we are considering today will 
have a powerful impact on our Nation’s 
families. I am not talking about those 
on Wall Street, as they seem to be the 
first group the administration rushes 
to support. I am talking about our Na-
tion’s children. 

I rise on behalf of nearly 2 million 
children who will be directly impacted 
by the mortgage crisis. These children 
are not only taking a huge hit as pad-
locks get put on their front doors, but 
now they are likely taking another hit, 
as my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle threaten to block a critical 
amendment that could give them re-
lief. 

My amendment authorizes $30 mil-
lion in additional funding to the exist-
ing McKinney-Vento Homeless Edu-
cation Program to support these chil-
dren. By the way, these children didn’t 
decide to go out and get a mortgage. 
They had no legal authority to make 
those decisions. They are the ones who 
get swept up in this process. They are, 
for all intents and purposes, the worst 
victims of this process. 

As I said, an estimated 2 million chil-
dren and young people, including 50,000 
children in my home State of New Jer-
sey, 20,000 in South Carolina, to men-
tion one other State, and over half a 
million Latino children nationwide 
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will be directly impacted by the fore-
closure crisis, placing them at risk of 
poor school performance, behavioral 
problems, and other challenges as well. 
What happens is they lose not only 
their home, they lose the school they 
go to. They get moved around. They 
don’t have a home and they get moved 
from school to school. If you are a stu-
dent—and it is not so long ago that I 
can’t remember—and you get yanked 
in and out of school, in and out of 
school, your ability to perform is sim-
ply undercut dramatically. 

In one school district in New Jersey, 
the number of homeless students dou-
bled—doubled—this year, from 200 last 
year to 423 this school year, and that is 
only in one school district. The fore-
closure crisis is clearly having an im-
pact, and the time is now to stop any 
more schoolchildren from being af-
fected. 

An infusion of funds into the McKin-
ney-Vento Homeless Education Pro-
gram will help to ensure that students 
who become homeless and are forced to 
move from their homes do not also 
have to leave their schools. 

There are some who may be able to 
shrug this off as a small sacrifice. They 
are the victims of this process or they 
are the calamities or casualties of this 
process, but there is nothing small 
about the impact of changing schools 
during this type of crisis. These chil-
dren are less likely to perform at grade 
level in math and reading, more likely 
to be held back, less likely to graduate. 
There are long-term consequences to 
what for some may seem a short-term 
crisis. 

They are likely to have behavioral 
issues. One study found that kids 
forced to move frequently were 77 per-
cent more likely to have behavior 
problems than their peers. Another 
study found they were 20 percent more 
likely to have violent behavior. Now, 
what is the cost going to be to us col-
lectively in our society when that hap-
pens? 

At the end of the day, these children 
are forced to say goodbye to not only 
their home they grew up in and have 
had to leave their friends behind, but 
they also have had to leave behind fa-
miliar schools and supportive teachers 
and return to a strange home at night 
where their lives are often turned up-
side down. All stability is gone. They 
are thrown into a riptide with no 
lifevest, while we sit here in Wash-
ington hoping they survive the storm. 
Hoping is not enough. We have to do 
more than hope for them; we have to 
give them a lifeline. This funding 
would actually help these children. 

The McKinney-Vento Homeless Edu-
cation Program provides homeless stu-
dents with a variety of supports such 
as transportation to school, tutoring, 
and counseling. 

Children are the voiceless victims of 
the foreclosure crisis. As we lower in-
terest rates, as we support the home 
building industry, as we reform mort-
gage lending practices, several chil-

dren’s organizations and education or-
ganizations have asked for this amend-
ment as a modest way that our Nation 
can support the nearly 2 million chil-
dren who are suffering the con-
sequences of decisions made com-
pletely outside of their control. 

The foreclosure crisis is damaging 
our economy, yes, but let us not forget 
the children are the real victims of this 
crisis, and—even worse—they are the 
silent victims. They can’t speak up for 
themselves. They have no lobbyist here 
in Washington roaming the halls, advo-
cating for them. It is not fair that 
these children get lost in the paper-
work. They deserve our full support. 

This amendment is cosponsored by 
several of our colleagues, including 
Senator MURRAY and Senator BROWN, 
and it has the full support of Senator 
KENNEDY. I wish to thank Senator 
ENZI, who worked with me on the lan-
guage for this amendment to make it 
acceptable, and Senators DODD and 
SHELBY, the chair and the ranking 
member of the committee, who agreed 
to include it in their provision in the 
managers’ amendment. Had I known 
that in fact we were going to have the 
objection of one of our colleagues to a 
bipartisan package, I would have 
sought an individual vote, but I am be-
yond that ability today. 

In conclusion, USA Today, the Los 
Angeles Times, and the Chicago Trib-
une have all written about this critical 
issue, and a number of respected groups 
also support this amendment, includ-
ing First Focus, the National Associa-
tion for the Education of Homeless 
Children and Youth, the National 
School Boards Association, and the Na-
tional Education Association, to name 
a few. 

We have an opportunity to do some-
thing for these children. I hear great 
speeches on the Senate floor about 
family and values and the value of fam-
ilies and the value of our children and 
how our children are, in fact, our No. 1 
asset, and that is true as a nation. 
They are also our most vulnerable 
asset. Yet when it comes time to be 
able to help these children, the ques-
tion is: Is Congress going to listen? 

Our colleague on the other side of the 
aisle seems to not be listening to their 
challenges and their pleas. One Mem-
ber is likely going to block this and 
other important amendments, and the 
result is that our children, once again, 
are going to be unheard and are going 
to be the victims of something they 
had no role in creating; something 
that, in fact, where they are going to 
find themselves not only homeless but 
also having the foundation of their 
educational opportunities completely 
disrupted in a way that will more like-
ly create failure than success. 

I hope my colleagues who talk about 
family values understand the impor-
tant value of helping our children in 
this regard. We have to reconsider our 
priorities, and I, for one, don’t intend 
to rest until these children receive our 
help and get our support. 

With that, Madam President, I yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina is recognized. 

Mr. DEMINT. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

Legend has it that as Rome burned 
many years ago, the Emperor Nero 
stood on his balcony and fiddled. Now, 
we know he wasn’t exactly fiddling be-
cause the fiddle was not invented until 
over 1,000 years later, but we do know 
that he became synonymous with peo-
ple who don’t get it, who don’t get the 
urgency and the seriousness of the 
issues they are dealing with. If there 
has ever been an organization that fit 
that metaphor better than Nero him-
self, it is this Congress, because clearly 
Congress is fiddling while America is 
burning. 

Americans are hurting. It is no exag-
geration. We hear it talked about here 
on the floor, but all we do is talk about 
it. Gas prices are literally tearing fam-
ilies apart. Electric utilities have an-
nounced they will raise their rates by 
over 30 percent because of the increase 
in the cost of fuels. The speeches here 
on the floor of the Senate have tried to 
blame everyone but the people who are 
responsible. We try to blame big oil or 
speculators or Bush, when anyone—any 
thinking American who looks in—can 
conclude immediately that over the 
last 20 years this Congress has stopped 
the development of American energy 
and allowed us to be held hostage by 
other countries and has allowed prices 
to go up to the point that Americans 
are now being badly hurt. 

What do we do when it becomes obvi-
ous that our lack of energy and our de-
pendence on foreign oil is raising the 
prices to the point that Americans can 
no longer live; that $700 billion a year 
is leaving our country, devaluing our 
dollars, and causing us to borrow more 
and more money as a nation? At a time 
of war, at a time of debt and economic 
downturn, what do we do? Well, I can 
hear the fiddling coming from the ma-
jority leader’s office and the Demo-
cratic cloakroom. The fiddling is fill-
ing this place up because all we are 
doing is fiddling. 

We are talking about climate change 
legislation that would add huge taxes 
to energy in America and run more 
jobs offshore. We have spent this week 
talking about how we are going to bail 
out the mortgage industry which made 
loans that they shouldn’t have made 
for people buying homes that were 
more expensive than they could afford. 
We want to bail them out. We want to 
borrow over $300 million from the fu-
ture—from our kids and grandkids. We 
are doing this while people at home are 
hurting because of the cost of energy 
and gas prices. 

Now, incredibly enough, the fiddling 
noise gets louder, because the majority 
leader wants to go to a foreign aid 
package. He wants to borrow $50 billion 
more and send it to different parts of 
the world—with good reason, for good 
causes. Certainly HIV and AIDS in Af-
rica and other parts of the world is a 
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distressing problem that we would love 
to help with as Americans if we could. 
However, at a time when Americans 
are hurting, when we are at war, when 
the economy is in downturn and our 
country is facing debts we have never 
seen before, should we borrow another 
$50 billion and spend another week de-
bating while we fiddle instead of doing 
something to increase the energy sup-
ply here in America? 

It is time for us to act as a Congress. 
Americans expect us to act as a Con-
gress to open up America’s energy, to 
develop more supply as we develop al-
ternatives and learn to use less. We 
cannot allow ourselves to be brought to 
our knees as a nation because we are so 
unwilling to do what anyone with com-
mon sense would tell us we need to do, 
and that is open our own energy sup-
plies. 

It is incredible, if you look at the 
last 20 years, that we have cut off nu-
clear generation and natural gas devel-
opment, oil and gasoline, and now we 
are trying to blame someone else. Con-
gress does not get it. Congress does not 
recognize the seriousness of what is 
going on. We want to change the sub-
ject, and that is what the majority 
leader is trying to do now—go to an-
other subject and spend another week 
doing something else, giving away 
more American resources, selling off 
and borrowing on our future. It is time 
that we do something. I agree with the 
Senator from Louisiana and his unani-
mous consent request. 

I advise the majority that I will 
make a unanimous consent request at 
this time. I am not sure if the Chair is 
ready to deal with this. Would the Par-
liamentarian advise me if I can make 
that request now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, in my capacity as a Senator 
from Minnesota, on behalf of leader-
ship, objects to that. 

Mr. DEMINT. Well, before we start 
fiddling, I have not made the request 
yet. 

I ask unanimous consent that upon 
disposition of H.R. 3221, the housing 
legislation, the Senate immediately 
proceed to the consideration of Cal-
endar No. 854, which is S. 3202, the Gas 
Price Reduction Act, a bill to address 
record-high gas prices at the pump. 

I further ask unanimous consent that 
there be 4 hours of general debate, 
equally divided; that upon the use or 
yielding back of time the Senate then 
proceed to consider amendments to the 
bill in a full and open amendment proc-
ess, as is the tradition of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As Sen-
ator MENENDEZ did, in my capacity as 
a Senator from Minnesota, on behalf of 
leadership, I object. 

Mr. DEMINT. Obviously, I am dis-
appointed that we are still unwilling to 
address a very basic energy bill that 
would open deep sea exploration in our 
country and would allow us to access 
oil shale in the middle of the United 
States to help create incentives for 
electric cars. 

These are simple things that Ameri-
cans know we need to do. We need to 
proceed to it immediately, and we need 
to stop fiddling. We don’t need to spend 
another week talking about foreign aid 
when we have yet to help Americans 
who have elected us to support them in 
our own country. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Hampshire is recog-
nized. 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, are 
we in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is considering the motion to dis-
agree with the House amendment. Sen-
ators can request to speak as in morn-
ing business. 

Mr. GREGG. I will speak on the bill. 
I wish to associate myself with the 
comments of the Senator from South 
Carolina. I am not sure why, when it is 
costing $4.40 to put a gallon of gas in 
your car, when we are looking at a win-
ter where energy prices may be as high 
as $5 a gallon, which is going to just 
overwhelm and create a horrific situa-
tion in parts of the country like my 
own, where people’s ability to survive 
depends on their ability to buy heating 
oil, why we would be moving to a bill 
which essentially, dramatically ex-
pands an AIDS program in Africa. 

Now, the PETFAR Program has been 
a success, and I congratulate the ad-
ministration for initiating it. We, as a 
people, are very compassionate. We 
have made a commitment to Africa 
and the nations there to help them 
with this terrible AIDS epidemic they 
are dealing with. There is no question 
but to take a hard look at this program 
and making some good decisions on im-
proving it is appropriate. But certainly 
on our list of priorities it should not be 
above doing something substantive on 
the issue of how we increase supply in 
the area of energy in this country and 
how we energize more conservation in 
the area of energy in this country. 

We, as a people, need to pursue a 
course of more production—American 
production—and more conservation. 
There is much this Congress can do to 
assist in this area. It needs to be done 
now because—at least in production— 
there is significant lead time. But the 
one thing we could do which would af-
fect the price of oil and which would 
impact the speculation in the market-
place that is occurring today is to 
make it clear that we, as a govern-
ment, are going to support initiatives 
that are reasonable, environmentally 
sound, and will produce significant 
amounts of new energy through pro-
duction. That will have an immediate 
impact on those folks out there who 
are driving up the price of oil. 

The price of oil is driven up as a re-
sult of people presuming that supply 
will be stagnant and will not expand 
and, therefore, demand, as it goes up, 
will increase price. If we can put in 
place policies which increase produc-
tion, and therefore supply, and make 
an American product, we will do two 

very good things: We will reduce the 
speculation in the price of oil and thus 
cause it to go down. Secondly, we will 
actually be producing American prod-
uct and spending American dollars— 
hard-earned dollars—in America rather 
than sending them over to nations 
many of which don’t like us to begin 
with. 

So there are at least three major 
areas of production we should be pur-
suing and which we need legislation on 
to pursue. The first is drilling on the 
Outer Continental Shelf. We know we 
have years and years of supply in the 
Outer Continental Shelf. But it is 
locked up by legislation that was initi-
ated by the other side of the aisle, 
which essentially took off limits al-
most all the new, available resources 
on the Outer Continental Shelf. What 
has been proposed and what is a rea-
sonable approach is that States that 
believe they are willing to pursue drill-
ing off of their shores—over the hori-
zon, by the way, 50 miles out in most 
instances—following the example of 
Louisiana, for example, and Mississippi 
and Alabama which already do this, 
States such as Virginia, for example, 
which has said they may be willing to 
pursue these resources, that they be 
given the option to do that and not be 
told they cannot do it, which is what 
the law says now. That is reasonable. It 
will open a huge amount of potential 
supply of both oil and natural gas. 

In addition, we know we have more 
oil reserves in oil shale in three 
States—Colorado, Wyoming, and 
Utah—than all of Saudi Arabia has. We 
have three times the amount of re-
serves Saudi Arabia has, and the oil 
shale can be recovered in an environ-
mentally sound way, and the recovery 
doesn’t require anything to happen at 
the surface. It is all done under the 
surface. The technology is there and it 
is viable and it is economically viable 
when oil exceeds $70 a barrel or maybe 
$60 a barrel. We know we can do it. 

But we are stopped from doing it by 
rules and regulations put in place by 
the Congress and by the prior adminis-
tration. We ought to revisit those. We 
ought to debate those on the floor of 
the Senate. We ought to be willing, in 
my opinion, to pursue programs that 
will, in an environmentally sound way, 
use that oil resource, which is so 
huge—huge—and which is American 
oil. We will be using American product 
rather than product that comes from 
nations that not only don’t like us but, 
in some cases, want to do us harm. 

Thirdly, we have the issue of nuclear 
power. France gets 80 percent of its en-
ergy from nuclear power. China is add-
ing new nuclear powerplants all the 
time. We have not added a new nuclear 
powerplant since the late 1980s. Nu-
clear power is clean energy. People who 
are concerned about the environment— 
as many of us are, and I think most 
people are—and about the issue of glob-
al warming, nuclear power is an energy 
source that has no impact at all on 
global warming. It has no emissions. 
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We know how to make nuclear pow-

erplants that are safe. Nobody has ever 
died in a nuclear accident in this coun-
try. More important, when you look at 
nuclear power as an energy source, it is 
American made, American produced, 
and it means that instead of having to 
buy product from overseas to produce 
our electrical energy, we can produce it 
here with American product, made in 
America through nuclear powerplants. 
We should be adding nuclear power-
plants. We made some improvements in 
the regulatory process, but it still is an 
extraordinarily long process to bring 
on line nuclear powerplants. 

In fact, in France, I think it takes 
something like less than 2 years to li-
cense and get a powerplant on line. In 
the United States, we are looking at 
41⁄2 years, or something like that, to li-
cense it, to get the plant under con-
struction. It takes longer to construct 
them, obviously. 

So there are things we can do in this 
area. Those are the areas of production 
we should be aggressively looking at. 
They are controversial, and they 
should not be at a time when oil is at 
$140 a barrel and gasoline is costing us 
$4.50 a gallon and home heating oil is 
costing as much as $4.85 a gallon. At a 
time like this, we should be looking at 
those resources that can be produced in 
the United States and that will take 
the pressure off of our economy. 

One of the big problems with the 
price of oil and energy and gasoline, be-
yond the fact that it is stretching the 
average American’s budget, people are 
legitimately worried and fearful about 
what will happen to them this winter. 
One of the other consequences of the 
price is that we are taking a huge 
amount of American capital, hundreds 
of billions of dollars’ worth a year, and 
instead of retaining it in the United 
States where it can be used and rein-
vested and produce jobs, it is being 
sent overseas on a daily basis. Some of 
it is coming back through investments 
in our bonds, but we are then paying 
interest to foreign governments and 
foreign individuals. 

It would be much smarter of us to try 
to reduce our dependence on foreign oil 
by increasing domestic production. We 
need to aggressively pursue programs 
of conservation and renewables also. 
That is why the Ensign-Cantwell bill 
on extending renewable tax credits is 
so important. I am sorry we have not 
been able to get to that and it has been 
blocked. That should be passed. Clear-
ly, conservation needs to be aggres-
sively pushed. 

So we should be producing more, and 
we should be using less. What we 
should be producing more of is Amer-
ican product. I think next week, rather 
than debating whether we should ex-
pand a foreign aid program by three 
times—the program was initially a $15 
billion program, and it is proposed to 
take it up to $50 billion—rather than 
debating that, an authorization bill, we 
should be focusing on what America 
really needs to have done today, which 
is address the energy needs. 

I understand the Senator from Texas 
may make a unanimous consent re-
quest here. If he does, I certainly hope 
it will be accepted. It is reasonable 
that we should be pursuing and ad-
dressing those in the Senate—how we 
are going to produce more and use less. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas is recognized. 
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 

want to say to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that I agree with virtually 
every word he said about the urgency 
of this issue. Frankly, I do not under-
stand why next week, as reported, if it 
is true, we intend to turn to a foreign 
aid package of $50 billion, which is au-
thorization for new spending which is 
not offset in any way—in other words, 
our children and grandchildren will end 
up paying the price—instead of dealing 
with what is the most urgent problem 
facing the country, which is the impact 
of high gasoline and high energy prices. 

The Senator from New Jersey, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, said it was the majority 
leader’s intention to bring an energy 
bill to the floor sometime before we 
break in August. I hope that is true. It 
is welcome news if that is, in fact, the 
case, and I would love to have the ma-
jority leader reassure us that is his in-
tention. 

I do not think it is responsible for 
Congress to adjourn for the August re-
cess, I do not think it is responsible for 
us to go home having not done any-
thing to help the American people with 
the pain they are feeling at the pump 
which, of course, is rippling through 
our economy in hundreds of ways, not 
the least of which is driving up the cost 
of food because of the increased energy 
consumption for our farmers to grow 
it, harvest it, and then get it to mar-
kets. It is hard for me to think of an 
issue that is more urgent in terms of 
our economy. 

The housing bill which is on the floor 
today and which has been on the floor 
for a while is an important piece of leg-
islation. But I tell you, Madam Presi-
dent, I believe if we are successful in 
dealing with the subprime loan crisis 
and housing crisis, the economic im-
pact of high energy costs may well 
dwarf the impact of that on our econ-
omy and the ripple effect, as I say, that 
it will have. 

I hope the Energy bill the distin-
guished Senator from New Jersey, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, mentioned that the major-
ity leader plans to bring to the floor in-
cludes something other than what our 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
have proposed previously when it 
comes to so-called Energy bills, things 
such as windfall profits taxes, which 
has been tried before and found to ac-
tually diminish domestic production in 
this country in a time when we ought 
to be encouraging more production so 
we rely less on imported energy from 
places such as the Middle East. 

Then there is this idea which I can 
only characterize as crazy of suing 
OPEC, the Organization of Petroleum 

Exporting Countries, not the least of 
which I wonder where in the world you 
are going to find a court that somehow 
is going to accept jurisdiction of an 
antitrust claim against sovereign for-
eign nations and what the impact 
would be in terms of waiving of our 
sovereign immunity to allow suits to 
go forward in those other countries. I 
think it would have a dramatic impact 
on our international relationships. But 
assuming you could do it, what would 
you ask the judge? What kind of relief 
would you ask the judge to award if, in 
fact, we could have a lawsuit against 
the Organization of Petroleum Export-
ing Countries? The only one I can 
think of is ask the judge to order them 
to turn the spigot open wider, which 
does nothing to diminish our depend-
ency, which does everything to in-
crease our dependence. 

The fact is, if you talk to any impar-
tial observer, you will find out there is 
rising demand for the oil that is being 
produced globally in countries such as 
China and India, with more than a bil-
lion people each. They are buying cars, 
they are consuming gasoline, and they 
are using more and more oil. The prob-
lem really is multifaceted but pri-
marily driven by increased global de-
mand because other countries want the 
kind of prosperity we have come to 
enjoy by making a claim to 20 percent 
of the oil being produced globally, 
using 20 percent of it right here in the 
United States. 

I agree with the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who says we need a 
multipronged approach. We need to be-
come less wasteful and more efficient 
and conserve energy because it makes 
sense to do so. It is the responsible 
thing to do. But then we need to deal 
with more than just the demand side. 
We need to deal with more supply. 

It has been interesting to me to see 
polling that has been done over the last 
few months which has demonstrated a 
pretty dramatic change in attitude of 
the American people. It is one thing to 
say we don’t want to explore and 
produce oil from the submerged lands 
along the coastline of the United 
States or to go onto the western lands 
where the oil shale lies or to go to 
Alaska, to the Arctic, where Alaskans 
overwhelmingly want to allow produc-
tion. It is one thing to say we are not 
going to do that when gasoline is at $2 
a gallon. It is another to say we are not 
going to do that when gasoline is at 
$4.11 a gallon, which it is on national 
average today. 

Of course, there is really no indica-
tion whatsoever that prices are going 
to continue to go anywhere but up be-
cause demand is going to continue to 
go up and prices are going to continue 
to go up if supply remains static. That 
is good old supply and demand. 

We do need, particularly as we tran-
sition to different types of alternative 
energy, particularly when it comes to 
transportation, things such as coal-to- 
liquid technology that has been used 
by the U.S. Air Force to make jet fuel 
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to fly our B–1 bombers and B–52s. We 
know the technology exists, so why 
aren’t we doing more of it? We need to 
be doing more of that, to find alter-
natives to dependency on oil. 

We also need to be doing more when 
it comes to electricity generation be-
cause ultimately we are going to be 
driving around in a different fashion in 
the years to come than we are today, 
perhaps in vehicles such as plug-in hy-
brid cars, which are going to be intro-
duced by many of the major car manu-
facturers come 2010, where you lit-
erally will have a battery in a car you 
can plug into an outlet at night and 
drive that car the next day. Again, the 
electricity is going to have to come 
from somewhere. Right now, it comes 
from nuclear, natural gas, and coal. 

We know the pollution concerns 
about burning coal. So I agree with the 
Senator from New Hampshire, we are 
going to have to increase the use of nu-
clear power in order to get that elec-
tricity production up as our economy 
continues to grow. 

The consequences of Congress’s inac-
tion—and it is not just a passive inac-
tion; it is actually the fact that Con-
gress has imposed a ban since the early 
eighties on about 85 percent of our do-
mestic energy supply in America. On 
the oil shale out West, there was legis-
lation slipped into a bill just last year 
that banned the development of that 
shale out in the West that could 
produce a huge volume of oil. 

This is perhaps the most urgent issue 
confronting our economy, confronting 
our national security, and affecting 
working families in the State of Texas 
and around the United States. The fact 
that Congress would even dream of 
taking its August recess without ad-
dressing this issue and allowing for an 
opportunity for an appropriate debate 
and offering amendments and then vot-
ing on those amendments to me is un-
thinkable. So I hope the majority lead-
er will not allow us to adjourn for the 
month of August before we address this 
issue in a realistic way. I do think 
there is some basis for a bipartisan 
compromise. 

I see the distinguished Democratic 
whip on the floor. I read—I trust these 
comments were reported accurately— 
that he said he was not opposed to do-
mestic production. That is positive. I 
see the Gang of 14 who met previously 
on judicial nominations. Now we have 
a Gang of 10—5 Democrats, 5 Repub-
licans—trying to come together in a bi-
partisan way and come up with a com-
mon ground and consensus when it 
comes to national energy policy. 

But I tell you, it would be a terrible 
mistake for us just to deal with one as-
pect of this issue and to pretend like 
we have actually done something. For 
example, the issue of speculation on 
the commodities futures markets— 
there is a growing consensus on both 
sides of the aisle that we need to deal 
with this issue, but we need to be care-
ful about it as well. Certainly, more 
transparency in the way this commod-

ities futures trading system works is 
important. We need more cops on the 
street. We need more regulators to in-
vestigate to make sure there are not 
abuses of the commodities futures 
trading system. 

If we are not careful, if we overreach, 
we could force some of that activity to 
other countries. I know that is not 
what we would want to do, is have an 
unintended impact of driving those 
jobs elsewhere. 

I am more optimistic than I have 
been in a while about the willingness of 
Congress to enter into some sort of bi-
partisan discussion, debate, and vote, 
and actually do something that will 
get Congress out of the way and make 
the Federal Government part of the so-
lution and not part of the problem 
when it comes to imposing moratoria 
and bans on production of about 85 per-
cent of America’s natural resources. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE). The assistant majority 
leader. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO JOSEPH DUNN 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the late 

Senator Paul Simon was my closest 
friend in politics. He was my boss for 
several years, and he is the reason I am 
in the Senate today. 

Paul Simon used to like to tell the 
story about Meriwether Lewis, half of 
the fabled exploration team of Lewis 
and Clark. In the story—a true story— 
Meriwether Lewis returns to his home-
town after helping lead the historic 
journey of the uncharted West to the 
Pacific coast. At a dinner in his honor, 
Meriwether Lewis tells the people of 
his hometown: 

Patriotism is not words, it’s work. It’s 
what we do. 

Paul Simon believed that, and he sur-
rounded himself with others who 
shared that belief. Patriotism is not 
words, it is works. 

For Joseph Dunn, that was the creed 
of his political faith. Most people in 
the Senate have not heard of Joe Dunn, 
but if you care about social and eco-
nomic justice and the survival of small 
towns, small businesses, and family 
farms, you would have liked him. If 
you live in southern Illinois, there is a 
good chance your life is better today 
because of Joe Dunn. 

Joe was the quintessential smalltown 
American. He loved his family, his 
church, and his community. For 15 
years, he, too, worked for Paul Simon 
in the House, then in the Senate. For 
most of that time, he was Senator Si-
mon’s downstate director in Illinois. 

When Senator Simon retired in 1996, 
Joe took a salary cut to work for the 
ICCS, the Illinois Coalition of Commu-
nity Services. It is a nonprofit organi-
zation whose motto is ‘‘helping com-
munities help themselves.’’ Two years 
later, Joe became its director. 

ICCS works with people in struggling 
communities in southern Illinois, 

mostly small farm belt and coal belt 
towns that have been losing jobs and 
residents for a long time. ICCS helps 
residents in those towns identify their 
community’s specific challenges and 
strengths and work together for a bet-
ter future. 

As a friend wrote: 
Joe believed there was no community 

without assets, no individual devoid of tal-
ents. He spent his life working in partnership 
with these communities and individuals, 
taking advantage of their assets and talents. 
He was a kind, sweet, thoughtful, passionate 
man. 

Last Friday, on the Fourth of July, 
Joe Dunn’s caring heart stopped. He 
suffered a fatal heart attack while he 
was exercising at home. Joe was 55 
years old. Joe learned the meaning of 
patriotism from his mother Johanna 
and his father Ben, a World War II 
POW and survivor of the Bataan Death 
March. 

Joe learned about community grow-
ing up in Gorham, a small town in the 
Mississippi River Bottoms of southern 
Illinois bordering on the Shawnee Na-
tional Forest. This is how Joe de-
scribed his hometown last year: 

The median household income of Gorham 
is a mere $22,750. Kids have to be transported 
at least 12 miles to school. Most residents 
who work must travel an average 34 miles to 
their jobs. But in spite of this and the fact 
that you cannot buy either a loaf of bread or 
a gallon of gas there, Gorham remains. 

Joe went on to say it is not unique. 
The isolation that poverty has brought to 

Gorham affects many, many other small 
communities in Illinois. 

Joe asked: 
What can residents in such towns do to 

combat their isolation? They must organize 
. . . and be willing to work very hard to keep 
their sense of community intact. . . . [T]hey 
must also organize and join with the voices 
of others to let our legislators and other de-
cisionmakers know that [residents of small 
towns] have the same human rights as resi-
dents of more prosperous and affluent Illi-
nois communities. 

Joe Dunn was committed to the no-
tion that America should be a land of 
opportunity for all, not just for some, 
and he spent his life working to im-
prove the lives of others. He worked 
tirelessly to better the lives of people 
living in poverty by changing public 
policy and providing creative commu-
nity solutions. 

Like Paul Simon, Joe believed gov-
ernment could be a force for good. At 
Eastern Illinois University, where Joe 
earned a degree in political science in 
1975, he was the student senate speak-
er. He was a political natural. He knew 
how to build and use political power. 
But he used his political and orga-
nizing skills to serve others, never 
himself. 

He brought joy wherever he went. His 
laughter was warm, his humor was 
quick but never mean. Joe always had 
a smile on his face. 

Joe was born with a condition that 
left him with a pronounced limp, but 
he was so full of energy that you quick-
ly forgot he had any physical limita-
tions, and he had so much faith in the 
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ability of everyday people to change 
their lives so the people with whom 
ICCS were working forgot about their 
supposed limitations. 

Under his leadership, ICCS helped 
dozens of communities create commu-
nity development programs, neighbor-
hood cleanup and rehabilitation pro-
grams, community policing programs, 
and volunteer community libraries. 
Joe helped establish afterschool pro-
grams and school and summer lunch 
programs that fed tens of thousands of 
young people in my State. He helped 
create new partnerships between com-
munity and faith-based groups, and 
new bridges between generations. 

Before joining Senator Simon’s staff, 
Joe worked for the Illinois Farmers 
Union-CETA, and he coordinated sum-
mer youth programs in four southern 
Illinois counties. He was a member of 
the Governor’s Rural Affairs Council, 
the Illinois Poverty Summit Steering 
Committee, the Illinois Collaboration 
on Youth and the Service Learning 
Task Force of the Illinois State Board 
of Education and the Steering Com-
mittee of the Alliance of Communities 
for Faith and Justice. 

Through these programs, and the 
people he inspired, Joe’s work will live 
on. 

Days before he died, Joe sent some 
friends an e-mail that ended with these 
words: 

By the way, happy 4th of July, and remem-
ber that one of the most patriotic things we 
can do is strengthen our communities. 

He was a profoundly good man who 
made life better for many people and a 
great friend of mine. I can’t tell you 
how many times we worked together 
on projects in communities around our 
State. We had this common political 
heritage in Paul Simon. It rubbed off, I 
hope, on me but certainly on Joe Dunn. 
I knew Joe was going to live up to 
those values, those Simon values that 
inspired so many of us over the years. 

What a tragedy it was to learn of his 
passing on the Fourth of July. When 
Kappy Scates in my downstate office 
contacted us, it was hard to believe. 
Joe was too young, too alive, too nec-
essary. But now he is gone. 

In closing, I wish to extend my deep 
condolences to Joe’s family, especially 
his wife Tempa; their daughters Abby 
and Katie, and the two grandchildren 
Joe loved so much, as well as his many 
friends. Joe Dunn has left his legacy in 
my State of Illinois. His caring heart 
may have stopped on the Fourth of 
July, but his caring for the people of 
my State will not end. 

REPUBLICAN FILIBUSTERS 
Mr. President, I listened a minute 

ago to the Senator from Texas talking 
about energy, and I thought to myself: 
Doesn’t he remember that a few weeks 
ago we brought energy bills to the floor 
and we asked him and the Republicans 
to join us in a bipartisan effort to deal 
with the gasoline prices in this coun-
try? Is he suffering from political am-
nesia? Has he forgotten that we tried 
unsuccessfully over and over to get a 

bipartisan group of Senators to start 
the debate he is begging for today? 

I took a look at some of these rollcall 
votes to try to remember who was on 
which side when it came to bringing up 
the issues, and here we have, for exam-
ple, a vote on June 10 of this year— 
June 10, not that long ago, less than a 
month ago—and we were trying to 
bring up the basic tax credits for en-
ergy development in this country— 
something that is about to expire and 
that we want to make sure will go for-
ward. Unfortunately, we were stopped. 
On these tax extender votes of June 10, 
2008, we needed 60 votes to go forward. 
We had 50 votes. 

I looked to see what Republicans 
joined us in this effort. There were 
three. The Senator from Tennessee, 
Senator CORKER, Senator SMITH of Or-
egon, and Senator SNOWE of Maine, 
which led to a total of 50. We needed 60. 
The Senator from Texas, unfortu-
nately, voted against starting that de-
bate. 

So he comes to the floor today and 
says that we surely can’t leave for the 
August recess until we start a bipar-
tisan debate. Sadly, on June 10, he 
voted against a bipartisan debate on 
tax extenders. 

But that wasn’t the only time that 
day he voted against a debate on en-
ergy policy. I don’t wish to single him 
out, but he came to the floor and made 
the speech, and I will make it clear 
that many others joined him. We 
brought up a bill that wasn’t just an 
extension of tax incentives so compa-
nies could start building more wind 
turbines and research into renewable 
and sustainable sources of energy. It 
went further. In fact, I think it was a 
very balanced and proactive effort to 
bring down gasoline prices and to try 
to take control of an element that is 
not only hurting families and busi-
nesses but our economy. We came for-
ward with the Consumer-First Energy 
bill, and we said we want to debate this 
on a bipartisan basis. 

Here is what it said. First, we are 
going to roll back the $17 billion in tax 
subsidies that we are giving the oil 
companies. Listen, they are turning in 
and reporting the biggest profits in 
their history. They don’t need sub-
sidies from Federal taxpayers. We 
could put that money to better use. 
What if we gave consumers across 
America a helping hand in paying for 
gasoline? What if we gave independent 
truckdrivers several thousand dollars 
to defray the expenses they are run-
ning into trying to fuel their rigs and 
make a living? I would rather put $17 
billion in that kind of tax relief than in 
tax relief to ExxonMobil. But that is 
what we are doing. So the bill said, 
let’s change that. 

The bill also said we were going to 
impose a 25-percent windfall profit tax 
on these oil companies to let them 
know the sky is not the limit when it 
comes to profit taking. There is a point 
where the Federal Government will 
take that money back for consumers, 

for investment in renewable and sus-
tainable fuels. 

We also wanted to suspend oil ship-
ments to the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve for the rest of the year. Why do 
we keep buying this expensive oil, tak-
ing it off the market and sinking it in 
the ground, making it more expensive 
for our economy? It doesn’t make 
sense. 

We also had a provision to protect 
consumers from price gouging. I am 
afraid that is going on here. This bill 
gave the President the authority to de-
clare an energy emergency and set 
aside excessive price increases. 

We also set limitations on oil market 
price speculation. Most people under-
stand that is part of the issue. We had 
it in our bill. 

We had a clear message to OPEC by 
allowing enforcement actions against 
companies that collude to set the price 
of oil and natural gas. 

Well, that was the bill. Those were 
the provisions. They could have made a 
difference. But in order to get that bill 
to the floor and to start debating it, we 
needed 60 votes. That is what the Sen-
ate requires, 60 votes. So we called it 
for consideration on June 10, 2008, and 
we had 51 votes. The following 6 Repub-
licans joined 45 Democrats. COLEMAN, 
COLLINS, GRASSLEY, SMITH, SNOWE, and 
WARNER. The Senator who was just on 
the floor, who says we shouldn’t go 
home in August without debating a bi-
partisan measure, voted not to debate 
a bipartisan measure on June 10, 2008. 

We tried again on June 17. We believe 
it is important. We tried to bring up 
these tax extenders again to encourage 
the kind of investment that is nec-
essary. Well, unfortunately, again we 
couldn’t get 60 votes. We had 52. Repub-
licans voting with Democrats: COLE-
MAN, COLLINS, CORKER, SMITH, and 
SNOWE. Sadly, the Senator who spoke 
on the floor was not among those vot-
ing to go forward on June 17. On three 
separate occasions he refused to vote 
to start the debate on this energy 
issue, and now he is complaining that 
we should be starting the debate on the 
energy issue. 

Well, I hope he will reconsider his 
previous votes, and I hope he will join 
us in a bipartisan effort to go forward. 
But I must say that if we are going for-
ward on this bill and others, then the 
policy and strategy of the Republican 
Senators has to change. This chart 
shows we have had 82 Republican fili-
busters so far in this session of Con-
gress. 

Now, people say: Is that a lot? How 
many do you expect? In the history of 
this Senate, there have never been 
more than 57 filibusters in a 2-year pe-
riod. So far, in a little over a year, we 
have had 82 Republican filibusters. 
What is a filibuster? A filibuster is 
using the Senate rules to stop the de-
bate on a bill, to stop the debate on an 
amendment or a nomination. Any Sen-
ator can stand and do that, and then 
you have to wait 30 hours and see if 
you can get 60 votes together to over-
come that Senator’s filibuster. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:17 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00035 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S10JY8.REC S10JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6546 July 10, 2008 
Well, we have 51 Democratic votes. 

When you do your Senate math, you 
find out we need nine Republicans to 
join us to move forward on anything. 
Eighty-two times the Republican Sen-
ators have stopped debate on issue 
after issue. On the three separate occa-
sions that I have made reference to, 
when the Democratic majority of 51 
tried to get 9 Republican Senators to 
join us in a bipartisan debate to bring 
down gasoline prices, to talk about in-
vestment in renewable and sustainable 
fuels, they refused. They give us just a 
few Senators. Coincidentally, most of 
them are up for reelection. They give 
us a few, but never enough to reach 60. 
That has been their strategy. That is 
the Republican strategy, the strategy 
of opposition to debate and moving for-
ward. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Illinois yield for a 
question? 

Mr. DURBIN. I will be happy to yield 
to the Senator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I appreciate the Sen-
ator yielding. I have been listening 
over the last hour, as we have heard 
our colleagues from the other side 
come and excoriate us for not allowing 
them to bring a bill to the floor on en-
ergy and assailing the Senators on this 
side for prohibiting them from doing 
that. 

That was astonishing to me because, 
as the Senator from Illinois knows, I 
have been coming to the Senate week 
after week and saying how much I pay 
for gas when I go home. It is now up to 
$4.45 a gallon that I paid last Sunday. I 
have been a part of this majority that 
has tried to bring a bill to the floor to 
deal with renewable energy, to try to 
deal with the issue of speculation, and 
to try to deal with a number of issues. 
How many times now have we been 
blocked from bringing an energy bill to 
the floor to deal with these gas prices? 

Mr. DURBIN. In the last 6 weeks, we 
have been blocked three different times 
by the Republicans, who refuse to give 
us the necessary 60 votes to bring the 
bill to the floor—something they are 
now complaining about. Some of the 
Senators complaining the loudest 
voted against having a bipartisan de-
bate on an energy bill. 

I guess they think the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD is written in dis-
appearing ink; that we don’t have a 
permanent record here of their votes. 
We do. We know where they have been. 
We know how they have voted. 

I wish to say something else for the 
Senator from Washington, and I am 
sure she will agree. They come and 
argue that the Democrats are against 
domestic exploration for oil. That is 
not true. I don’t know of a single Dem-
ocrat, I don’t know of a single Senator 
who is against domestic exploration 
and production of oil. In fact, as the 
Senator from Washington knows, we 
have 68 million federally owned acres 
that we lease to the oil companies for 
exploration and production of oil and 
gas. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Well, Mr. President, 
if the Senator will once again yield, 
didn’t we do a bill several years ago to 
actually add 8 million acres to that, to 
allow more drilling? 

Mr. DURBIN. Yes. So we had the 68 
million, and we added the 8 million just 
a year ago—in the Caribbean, if I am 
not mistaken—in offshore drilling. So 
there is this pool of opportunity for the 
oil and gas companies. They must be 
opportunities because they are paying 
us, the Federal Government, a lease. 
They believe there could be oil and gas 
there. But when you ask the question: 
Well, how much are they drilling of 
that 68 million, it turns out about a 
fourth of it. A fourth of it. 

So you have some 34 million acres 
offshore of Federal land available to 
the oil companies, and they could be 
drilling it right now. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will continue to yield, if I am 
not incorrect, I believe that 68 million 
doesn’t include the additional millions 
of acres off the shore of Alaska that 
they also are allowed to drill in and 
that they currently aren’t drilling in. 

Mr. DURBIN. That is right. I don’t 
know the exact number in Alaska, but 
there are a significant number of acres, 
millions of acres available off Alaska 
where they can be drilling. 

So I would say to the Senator from 
Washington, if they have so many mil-
lions of acres available for drilling, 
why is it that they are making the ar-
gument that they don’t have any op-
portunities here for drilling and explo-
ration? I think it is, frankly, because 
they have no other answer. 

What it boils down to is that for 8 
years we have had two oilmen at the 
highest levels of Government in Amer-
ica. When you do the math, 8 years, di-
vided by two oilmen, equals $4 gas. 
That is what we are paying. 

I wish to thank Senator WHITEHOUSE 
for inspiring me. I helped him with the 
mathematical equation on this, but it 
was his inspiration that led to that last 
statement. I would say that is part of 
the problem. Any President looking at 
the mess in our economy and the hard-
ship imposed on American families and 
businesses would have called the oil ex-
ecutives in a long time ago. Not this 
President. He used to be in the same 
fraternity. He was in the oil business. 
Many of them believe this is the way it 
works; this is the market at work. 

If this is the market at work, we bet-
ter take a look at the market because 
it is destroying America’s economy— 
cutting back on airlines, reducing the 
number of flights, reducing the number 
of employees. All that tells me is that 
we need some leadership. Leadership 
will not be served by Senators coming 
to the floor, who voted to maintain fili-
busters, and then beg us to start a de-
bate. That is what it is all about. They 
had their chance and they didn’t join 
us. 

I would say at this point, before I 
yield the floor, we need to tackle this 
issue. There is no more important issue 

facing America today. We need explo-
ration. We need to have investment in 
new opportunities. We need to be ag-
gressive. We need to move right now. 

We need, for example, to move to a 
point where we are not putting oil into 
SPR, the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, 
but actually taking it out and selling 
it and the proceeds will be used to not 
only bring down the price of oil in that 
sale but the proceeds are used to help 
American consumers, families, and 
business get through this energy crisis 
we face as a nation. We have to stop 
this indefensible subsidy of American 
oil companies at a time when they are 
reporting the highest profits in his-
tory. Put that money back into the 
economy for the right investments. We 
need a windfall profits tax to stop what 
is going on there, excessive profit-tak-
ing at the expense of the people who 
get up and go to work every day, and 
stop the price gouging and speculation 
that is leading to higher prices for oil 
and gasoline. This is the kind of initia-
tive we need. 

That was included in the bill on June 
10 which the Senator from Texas voted 
not to take up and not debate. I want 
to take it up. I am ready to do that at 
any time the Senator from Texas wish-
es. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington is recognized. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 

thank my colleague from Illinois for 
coming and highlighting the number of 
times we have tried to bring a bill to 
the floor to deal with the very critical 
energy crisis that is in front of us. 
There is no doubt this is harming 
Americans today. For our friends at 
home and for all of us, when we have to 
pay $4.45 a gallon, as I did last week-
end, that means we will not have as 
much money to spend on other things. 
We are hearing about people who are 
cutting back at the grocery stores, not 
being able to even go to work because 
they cannot afford the price to put the 
fuel into their car to be able to go to 
work. This has a huge impact. It has an 
impact on our schools and our commu-
nities, that are trying to get their 
schoolbuses ready for the fall and won-
dering how they are ever going to be 
able to budget for that. It is affecting 
our truckdrivers in tremendous ways 
as they try to get their goods to mar-
ket. It is affecting every single Amer-
ican family, every single business, 
every single community, every single 
government agency. 

It is an issue that we on this side of 
the aisle believe we have a responsi-
bility to address. We have tried to 
bring a bill to the floor, not once, not 
twice, but three times, and have faced 
a filibuster from the other side. 

We are going to keep working and 
keep trying to get to a point where we 
can finally address this. I think all of 
us recognize there are two oil men in 
the White House and it is going to take 
an election for us to get to the long- 
term issues we need to address in this 
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Nation. But there are things we can do 
today. We want to do them today. As 
Democrats we are going to keep work-
ing because America deserves it. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor today to again urge my 
colleagues to join in the leadership of 
Senator DODD and his efforts to address 
one of the crises of economics we have 
going on in America today and that is 
the housing crisis which is causing so 
much pain all across America, in each 
of our respective States. It is causing 
pain to those who own their homes and 
are losing their homes, but it is also 
causing pain to so many homeowners 
across America whose dream of home 
ownership is being torn asunder as they 
are seeing their home value decline in 
unprecedented ways. I think it is in-
cumbent upon this Congress to take ac-
tion to move forward to try to create 
an environment that puts together this 
cornerstone of our economy which has 
been so crumbled by all of the difficul-
ties it has had over the last several 
years. 

In my home State of Colorado, we 
have seen a very significant increase in 
the number of foreclosures. In 2007 in 
Colorado, as you can see on this chart, 
approximately 1 per 45 households—1 
per 45 households—filed foreclosure. 
That is the equivalent to nearly 40,000 
foreclosures that were filed across my 
State of Colorado. That is up nearly 200 
percent in a 5-year time period. If you 
look back at the years 2003 and 2004, 
2005, 2006, 2007, we see what is hap-
pening: The number of foreclosures is 
rising at an extraordinary level. That 
rise in foreclosure levels is not some-
thing we can say is over. We can’t say 
this is an economic phenomenon we 
have been through and that we have al-
ready gotten to the end and, therefore, 
the times ahead of us are rosy. We are 
facing some difficult times ahead of us 
as we deal with the housing crisis. 

This next chart is a projection of 
where we see ourselves going in Colo-
rado. This is information provided by 
the Center for Responsible Lending, 
which indicates that in the year 2008 
and the year 2009, as the adjustable 
rate mortgages continue to adjust up-
ward, we are going to see additional 
foreclosures in the State of Colorado. 
It is expected that this year, 2008, and 
into 2009, we are going to have almost 
50,000 additional foreclosures. So if we 
have an additional 50,000 foreclosures 
in the State of Colorado, what is the 
consequence to others? 

First, there is a consequence, of 
course, to those who lose their homes. 
There are some from whom I have 

heard, including people who are in 
their 60s, who are not able to continue 
to make the payment on their homes 
and who end up in their later years of 
life essentially losing their dream of 
home ownership because they cannot 
afford the higher rates, the higher pay-
ment rates that come about through 
adjustment of the ARMs. So it defi-
nitely affects those people who have to 
go through foreclosure in huge, signifi-
cant, and very painful ways. But it also 
affects others, because it is sur-
rounding homes in the neighborhoods 
that are affected by the decline in 
home values. In my State alone, it is 
estimated that about 750,000 homes will 
have declining values over the next 
several years. That is almost half of 
the housing stock within the State of 
Colorado. So we have a lot of pain 
going on with respect to what is hap-
pening in the home world. 

There are many people who have seen 
these signs, I am sure, as people have 
driven through their neighborhoods 
throughout the State of Colorado. We 
see these kinds of signs. They are com-
monplace. We see them in counties 
such as Adam County, Denver, Conejos 
County; we see them in Pueblo County 
and all over the place where people 
have had a hard time selling their 
homes. We see these signs that say 
‘‘Price Reduced’’ time and time again. 
That is, in fact, something which is 
commonplace. 

It is also true that there are things 
that can be done to help us address this 
issue. This is a sign from our fore-
closure hotline in Colorado. That fore-
closure hotline has been set up as our 
central source for people who are hav-
ing a problem with respect to staying 
in their homes to be able to make a 
telephone call to try to see whether 
they can get some assistance to be able 
to stay in their home. We have had 
more than 29,000 Coloradans call this 
foreclosure hotline over the last sev-
eral months. The foreclosure hotline in 
Colorado has been able to provide 
major assistance to the people of the 
State of Colorado who call in for assist-
ance. About 80 percent of the people 
who call the foreclosure hotline end up 
creating some kind of negotiation with 
their lender that ultimately allows 
them to stay in their home. That is 
good for the homeowner because they 
can stay in their home, and it is good 
for the lender as well because they 
don’t go through the things they have 
to go through with the costs incurred 
in foreclosing on a home, restoring the 
home, and selling the home. 

Senator DODD and his committee 
have been working on trying to address 
one of the most significant pains af-
fecting the people in America today— 
and rest assured, there is pain in Amer-
ica. This dream of our economic engine 
is somewhat teetering. When we look 
at what is happening with the high rise 
in the cost of gas, and we see what is 
happening with the high cost of health 
care, and all the rest of the costs that 
are economic pocketbook issues affect-

ing America, they are saying why isn’t 
our Government helping in terms of ad-
dressing some of the fundamental 
issues at stake here? 

The housing legislation, which has 
been crafted and worked on by Senator 
DODD and others, is an effort to try to 
address this housing crisis. I hope we 
are able to move forward with that leg-
islation very soon, because we need to 
start restoring confidence on the part 
of the American people that we can ad-
dress some of these critical issues fac-
ing us in America at this time. 

This is not a Republican or Demo-
cratic or Independent issue. The issue 
of home ownership and the issue of 
having a strong housing market, a 
strong housing construction industry, 
that is an American issue, an American 
challenge we all face. So we need to 
come together to push this legislation 
and get it done and get it to the Presi-
dent for his signature as soon as pos-
sible. 

For those who will try to create ob-
struction along the way to have us con-
tinue to not be able to get to this are 
doing a disservice to the American peo-
ple. We need to address this housing 
crisis. Senator DODD and those who 
have worked on this legislation for a 
long time are giving us that oppor-
tunity. I hope before the end of the day 
we will be able to take a significant 
step toward creating the remedy that 
will provide some relief to those suf-
fering from this housing crisis in 
America today. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut is recognized. 
Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I will 

speak on another matter, if I may, but 
first I thank my colleague from Colo-
rado for his kind comments about the 
efforts we made on the housing bill. I 
thank him for his observations about 
his own State and what is going on 
there with the people in the western 
part of our country. 

This issue is a national problem. I 
think there are occasions when people 
assume this is a localized issue in a few 
spots in the Nation. Unfortunately, we 
have all learned, painfully, with more 
and more news that comes out that 
this problem is in every State; in some, 
it is far more pronounced. In my State, 
we have had about 15,000 foreclosures, 
and another 12,000 are anticipated this 
year—in a State of 3 million people. 
Home values have come down. 

I appreciate the Senator’s comments 
about what is going on and his appre-
ciation of what we are trying to do 
with this bill. Every single day, be-
tween 8,000 and 9,000 people file for 
foreclosure. In the month of June, 
250,000 people moved into that cat-
egory. Those are the numbers. As I said 
this morning, those are families—a 
mother, father, and maybe children— 
who have to find alternative living con-
ditions because they are about to lose 
their homes. Think about that on an 
individual basis, what it means, and 
the fact that we have had to take so 
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long on this bill that could have been, 
frankly, passed a week or more ago. 
Colleagues on both sides of the polit-
ical aisle have expressed strong support 
for our efforts. A handful of people here 
have slowed this down and done every-
thing in their power to derail this ef-
fort. 

This morning’s vote of 84 to 12 once 
again indicates the strong desire by 
most of us here to get something done 
on this issue. I thank my colleague for 
his generous comments and help in this 
effort. 

Mr. SALAZAR. I thank the Senator. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut is recognized. 
(The remarks of Mr. DODD and Mr. 

LEVIN pertaining to the introduction of 
S. 3252 are located in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills 
and Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. LEVIN. I yield the floor. I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SANDERS). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ENERGY CRISIS 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I have 

noticed that late this afternoon a num-
ber of speakers have come to the floor 
of the Senate decrying the fact that 
there is not oil drilling here or there or 
elsewhere and suggesting that they and 
they alone have the answer to our en-
ergy problems. I wish to respond by 
saying this issue of drilling for oil is an 
important issue. I, along with my col-
leagues, Senator BINGAMAN, Senator 
DOMENICI, and Senator Talent, intro-
duced the bill in the Senate that 
opened what is called Lease 181 in the 
Gulf of Mexico. That is now law. We 
now have companies exploring for oil 
and gas in Lease 181 in the Gulf of Mex-
ico. Why? Because I think it makes 
sense to do that. If you take a look at 
the oil reserves in Outer Continental 
Shelf, in the Gulf of Mexico, off the 
west coast, and off Alaska, by far the 
majority of the available reserves are 
in the Gulf of Mexico. 

But having said all that, we are al-
ready drilling in a lot of areas—includ-
ing in North Dakota. I asked the U.S. 
Geological Survey to do an assessment 
of oil resources in what is called the 
Bakken Shale formation in North Da-
kota. I asked them to perform the as-
sessment about 2 years ago. They com-
pleted their report a couple months 
ago, and they estimated that there is 
3.6 to 4.3 billion barrels of recoverable 
oil using today’s technology in eastern 
Montana and western North Dakota. 
So now we have nearly 80 drilling rigs 
drilling in western North Dakota. I 
don’t know how many are in Montana, 
but there is a substantial amount of 
drilling activity, which I strongly sup-
port. 

This is the largest assessment of re-
coverable oil ever made in the lower 48 

States. Let me say that again. The 
U.S. Geological Survey just completed 
its assessment that there is up to 4.3 
billion barrels of recoverable oil using 
today’s technology and we have oil 
companies there drilling and I support 
it. We are drilling in this country, in 
North Dakota, eastern Montana, and 
we have other oilfields. This happens to 
be a brand new one, the biggest assess-
ment ever made in the lower 48. It is 
exciting, in my judgment. 

As I indicated, we have activity hap-
pening now in Lease 181 in the Gulf be-
cause we opened that. Off of Cuba, it is 
estimated that there is a half million 
barrels a day that is available for leas-
ing by the Cubans. Many countries 
have leases there—Spain is there, Can-
ada is there, India is there, and Ven-
ezuela is there. They are very inter-
ested. But our companies can’t secure 
the leases because the Bush adminis-
tration says, no, we can’t drill in 
Cuban waters. We have this embargo 
with respect to Cuba. So there is a half 
million barrels that our oil companies 
can’t produce. 

I say to my colleagues: You want to 
drill? Let’s allow our companies to go 
access some of that off the coast of 
Cuba. China wants to be there, and 
India wants to be there, but we can’t be 
there. 

The fact is we need to do a lot of 
things and do a lot of things well if we 
are going to address this energy issue. 
Now, the price of oil is bouncing 
around at $140, $144 a barrel. My under-
standing is that in the last 4 or 5 min-
utes of trading today, it went up, I was 
told, $4 or $5 a barrel. There is unbe-
lievable, relentless, in my judgment 
reckless, speculation going on in the 
oil futures market. Now, it wouldn’t 
matter so much if these were future 
markets dealing with something that 
wasn’t so essential to the economic 
well-being of our country, but our 
country desperately needs oil. We run 
on oil. The fact is we use a prodigious 
amount of it. 

I have described before, on many oc-
casions, the way this works. We have a 
substantial amount of oil halfway 
around the world under the sands. That 
is where there is a lot of the oil. The 
largest reserve is in Saudi Arabia, sec-
ond and third is either Iran or Iraq, de-
pending on how you count reserves in 
those two countries. So the largest re-
serve is in Saudi Arabia, then Iran and 
Iraq. But where is the largest demand? 
Well, here in the United States. 

We suck out 86 million barrels a day 
from this planet. Of that 86 million 
barrels of oil we suck out from these 
little straws called drilling rigs and 
pumps, we use one-fourth of it here in 
this spot on the planet called the 
United States of America. We are big 
users of energy. 

So what do we do to address this 
issue when oil prices spike like Roman 
candles to $140 a barrel, and it does 
enormous damage to our country, to 
our economy, and injures farmers, fam-
ilies, truckers, and airlines? What do 

we do? We do a lot of everything, it 
seems to me. 

I described that we are drilling excit-
ing new wells in our region of the coun-
try. We are going to be drilling in 
Lease 181 in the Gulf of Mexico. But in 
addition to drilling, we need to do a lot 
more. We need substantial, aggressive 
conservation. We need significant effi-
ciency and conservation. Everything 
we use throughout the day—if we turn 
a switch, push a button, dial a knob, 
turn a key—everything we do all day 
long has to do with energy. We get up 
in the morning and we want light, in 
the closet, in the bedroom. We use our 
finger to flip a switch, not under-
standing, of course, so much—because 
we take it for granted—that is energy. 
Perhaps we use an electric razor, then 
heat a pot of coffee, then put a key in 
the ignition of a vehicle. Every one of 
those actions is using energy, and we 
never give it a second thought. 

Now, all the things we have—yes, in-
cluding air-conditioners and refrig-
erators—can be made much, much, 
much more efficient. We are getting rid 
of the incandescent light bulb. It will 
not be long until you will never see an-
other one because we can find ways to 
produce light for all our manufacturing 
facilities and our homes all across this 
country with 80 percent less electricity 
than we now use. So we need to engage 
in conservation, efficiency, and then 
renewables. 

Now, renewables represent something 
our country ought to say to the world: 
Here is where we are headed. Yes, we 
are going to drill some and do all these 
things. We are going to conserve and 
develop more efficient methods of 
using all this electricity. But it is also 
the case that renewables represent a 
significant opportunity. Renewables, 
with respect to wind energy and solar 
and biomass and biofuels. 

You know what we have done for re-
newables? Well, in 1992, the Congress 
put in place something called the pro-
duction tax credit—a tax incentive for 
renewables. But it was short term and 
not very deep. So we have extended it 
five times, short term. By the way, the 
production tax credit will expire at the 
end of this year. We have extended it 
five times, and we let it expire three 
times. So anybody interested in invest-
ing in renewables will take a look at 
this country and say: You don’t have 
much of a commitment to renewables. 
Look what you have done, stutter, 
start, stop. That is not a commitment. 

Here is what we did for oil. In 1916, 
we put in place tax incentives—big, 
juicy, fat tax incentives—and we said: 
We want you to go look for oil and gas. 
If you find them, good for you because 
that is good for our country, and you 
get big tax incentives. We put the in-
centives in place in 1916 and they have 
stayed forever. What did we do for re-
newables? Well, in 1992 we gave them a 
tax credit, which has gone through the 
phases of start, stop, start, stop, ex-
pire. That is a pathetic, anemic re-
sponse by a country that acts like it 
doesn’t care very much. 
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I have introduced legislation in this 

Congress that says: You know what, we 
ought to put in place a production tax 
credit for renewables for 10 years. We 
ought to say to the world: Here is 
where we are headed, and you can 
count on it. Here is what we believe in, 
and you can count on it. This country 
is making a significant concerted ef-
fort for renewable energy, to be less de-
pendent on the Saudis, the Kuwaitis, 
the Venezuelans, and others. That is 
what our country has a responsibility 
to do. 

So we need to do a lot of things. At 
the moment, however, I wish to con-
centrate on not the myriad of things 
we must do and do well, but I wish to 
talk about the urgent need to do some-
thing that addresses this spike, this 
unbelievable spike in oil prices and, 
therefore, gasoline prices that has hap-
pened in the last 12 to 14 months. 

There is nothing in the supply and 
demand of oil that justifies this kind of 
a price spike. Nothing. In fact, if any-
thing, demand is down. Today’s news-
paper describes that we are using 2 per-
cent less gasoline here in this country. 
The first 4 of 5 months in this country 
we had increased inventory of crude oil 
stocks. Inventory is up, demand is 
down. What happens to price? It goes 
straight up. Why? Because there is ex-
cess speculation in the futures market. 

Those futures markets were designed 
for a specific purpose and that was to 
allow producers and consumers to 
hedge risk of a physical product—per-
fectly legitimate and an important 
thing to do. It has now, in my judg-
ment, been taken over by excess specu-
lation. Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
warned about that in 1936, when he 
signed the legislation that created this 
market. 

Now we have unbelievable specula-
tion in this market. The new pension 
funds and others that have come into 
this marketplace in a few short years 
have spiked from investing somewhere 
around $13 billion to $260 billion. Are 
the people flooding into this market-
place wanting to hold a 5-gallon can of 
oil? No, these interests never want to 
touch oil. They never want to own oil. 
They want to do what Will Rogers 
talked about 80 years ago: They want 
to buy what they will never get from 
people who never had it and make 
money on both sides. And then walk 
around with a permanent grin, walking 
into the bank with our money to make 
their deposits. Yes, the OPEC countries 
do that and so do these speculators as 
they have driven up the prices. The 
problem is it injures this country’s 
economy. 

It is devastating, for example, to var-
ious industries—the trucking industry, 
the airline industry, and farming to 
have such high oil prices. It’s also dev-
astating to ordinary consumers, trying 
to figure out how on Earth do I scrape 
up the money to fill my gas tank to be 
able to drive back and forth to work. 
How do I do that? 

Now, I think we have a responsibility 
to address this excess speculation. 

When markets are broken, we have a 
responsibility to address it. I have 
often said I taught economics ever so 
briefly in college. I taught a little eco-
nomics, and I kid people by saying I 
was able to overcome that experience. 
Economics is psychology pumped up 
with a little helium. People think: 
Well, we know this produces that, 
there is an action and a reaction—sup-
ply and demand. We all understand 
that. The problem is, at the moment, if 
you take a look at this country, its 
economy, and what the psychology of 
the American people is as they look at 
what is happening in this country, 
there is a pretty good reason to be very 
concerned about the future and a pret-
ty good reason to believe we need ac-
tion that is urgent, important action 
that actually has some grip and some 
teeth. 

We have been through a subprime 
loan scandal. The credit markets were 
frozen. The fact is we had an orgy of 
greed in these credit markets and a lot 
of problems still exist. In fact, some of 
the resets on some of these bad mort-
gages are still in front of us. So take a 
look at that kind of a credit crisis and 
the subprime loan scandal and then 
combine that with the issue of the defi-
cits, dramatic Federal budget deficits 
because we are fighting a war the 
President will not pay for. He says ev-
erything we use for this war, I want to 
borrow, and he has borrowed almost 
three-quarters of a trillion dollars for 
it. He refuses to pay for it. I will send 
the soldiers to war, and I ask the 
American people to go shopping, he 
says. 

The subprime loan scandal, unbeliev-
able fiscal policy recklessness, a trade 
policy out of balance over $700 billion a 
year. You can’t do that. Then, on top of 
that, the price of oil going to $144, and 
we think this economy is able to with-
stand that? This is a resilient econ-
omy, the American people are resilient 
people, but they expect and demand ap-
propriate action by this Congress. 

Now, we have people who view them-
selves as a set of human brake pads. 
Their only role in life is to come to the 
floor of the Senate and say: Oh, no, no, 
no. You can’t do that. We are going to 
dig in our heels and prevent anyone 
from doing anything. That is not pub-
lic policy we should be proud of. We are 
trying very hard to construct some 
public policy in all these areas that 
give us a chance to move forward. I 
know there are reasons for some to ob-
ject to certain activities. But we have 
seen, in the last 5 or 6 months, a steady 
stream of people coming to this floor 
and saying: My goal is to stop anything 
from happening. Meanwhile, all these 
issues pile up in a way I think is a dan-
ger to this country’s future and a dan-
ger to our economy. It is starting with 
this issue of energy, as I began the dis-
cussion today. 

We have a responsibility in the short 
term, and I know the majority leader 
and others believe it as well. 

We have a responsibility to at least 
tackle excess speculation and the re-

lentless dangerous speculation of this 
commodity futures market that is 
driving up the price of oil and injuring 
this country’s economy. 

I have introduced legislation to do 
that. I hope to talk about it tomorrow. 
Some others have also introduced leg-
islation. We ought to take the best of 
the legislation that exists and move 
forward to address this country’s prob-
lems. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2731 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, we have 

worked very hard tonight trying to 
come up with an agreement to move 
forward. We have been close, but close 
doesn’t count on Senate business. We 
have a most important bill we are 
working on, which is the global AIDS 
bill. It is a bill that the President sup-
ports. We have been in touch with his 
people during the week. There are no 
requests of Democrats to offer amend-
ments. We have been working with the 
distinguished Republican assistant 
leader, Senator KYL. There has been a 
proposed 13 amendments, as I recall. 
We have agreed to seven of those 
amendments. The others, at this stage, 
we have been unable to work on. We 
have tried to work on ways of not hav-
ing Senators come tomorrow and vote 
and wind up at the same place on Mon-
day. But there has been a Senator—or 
two—on the Republican side who, I as-
sume, wants to show that he has a lot 
of power as a Senator. Any one Senator 
has a lot of power. So at this stage, it 
appears that one Senator is going to 
require all Senators to come to vote to-
morrow at 5:21 in the afternoon. That 
is when time runs out on the housing 
legislation. And following that, which 
will complete the housing legislation, 
we will send it back to the House. Fol-
lowing that, we will automatically 
have a vote on PEPFAR, the global 
AIDS bill. 

What we wanted to do is avoid those 
votes and come in Monday, and we 
would wind up at the same place. But 
we were not able to get agreement. So 
we will do directly what we could have 
done indirectly, but we would have 
wound up the same way. 

First, I appreciate everyone’s pa-
tience. The Presiding Officer has spent 
a lot of time here. Senator DODD, who 
is chairman of the committee, has been 
here because it is a housing piece of 
legislation. We have had a number of 
conversations with Senator SHELBY. 
The staff has been tremendous. We 
have had staff working on trying to re-
solve these amendments. I really ap-
preciate Senator DURBIN, my friend 
and assistant leader, who has been here 
throughout the night. 
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I ask unanimous consent that the 

cloture vote on the motion to proceed 
to S. 2731, the global AIDS bill, occur 
on Monday, July 14, at 5:30, p.m., with 
the hour prior to the cloture vote 
equally divided and controlled between 
the leaders or their designees; that if 
cloture is invoked, all postcloture time 
be yielded back, the motion to proceed 
be agreed to, the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table, and the Senate 
proceed to consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Arizona. 
Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I do object 

on behalf of Senator DEMINT. Let me 
make a very brief statement. 

The distinguished majority leader is 
correct. It is almost 11:30 this evening, 
and we have been working since about 
3 o’clock this afternoon to try to reach 
agreement on how to proceed with this 
very important bill. We have made a 
lot of progress. A lot of Members have 
been willing to make concessions to 
try to limit the number of amendments 
that would be considered so this bill 
could be completed sometime next 
week. But we haven’t worked out ev-
erything. Unfortunately, because ev-
erything hasn’t been worked out at 
this late hour tonight, it wasn’t pos-
sible for us, one of our Members, to 
agree to this particular request. The 
majority leader is correct about how 
we will have to proceed as a result. 

It is my strong hope that because 
this is a very important piece of legis-
lation—Members have different views 
about aspects of it—an agreement 
could be reached by which an appro-
priate number of amendments could be 
considered and debated and voted on 
next week and the bill finally disposed 
of at a point next week. There is a fair-
ly constructive way to do this, and 
then there is a way to do it that isn’t 
as constructive. 

So I appreciate the effort the major-
ity leader and others have put into this 
tonight. It would be my hope that in 
that same spirit, we can continue to 
talk about this tomorrow and hope-
fully reach an agreement we would be 
able to proceed with in order to com-
plete the bill sometime next week. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, there was 
an objection, I understand, by my 
friend. 

There has been tremendous work on 
this bill for months and months. The 
principal workers on this bill have been 
the chairman of the committee, Sen-
ator BIDEN, and the ranking member, 
Senator LUGAR. They have worked on 
this for months. I have, for more than 
a month, had statements made to me: 
Give us another day, another day. That 
has been going on for a long time. We 
are in a situation here where we ran 
out of days, and we had to move for-
ward. Senator LUGAR and Senator 
BIDEN have accepted numerous amend-
ments from Members wanting to make 
this bill better. I am confident they did 
make the bill better. But the fact is— 
I want everyone to understand—the 

work on this bill did not start tonight. 
Senators LUGAR and BIDEN thought all 
the work had been done on it. 

So we are where we are. Senators 
have a right to suggest changes to a 
bill, even though we have spent a lot of 
time on it. 

I say to my friend, the distinguished 
Republican whip, we are anxious to fin-
ish this bill. I personally think it is 
good legislation. I think it is some-
thing we as a country need to do. But 
also understand that we have been will-
ing to accept on this piece of legisla-
tion any germane amendments that re-
late to this bill. We have even agreed 
tonight to work on some things that 
are not, but we have agreed to do that 
in an effort to move this forward. I 
hope over the weekend, perhaps even 
tomorrow before we leave, maybe 
something can be done. If not, maybe 
Monday we can do something. Other-
wise, we find ourselves in this position. 
Monday we are on the bill. We would at 
that time, of course, have to file clo-
ture on the bill itself. 

Now, I think we could constructively 
use some time. If there are Senators 
who want to change this legislation 
and do it in a germane fashion, we 
should spend that 30 hours—actually 
the 2 days it would take for cloture to 
ripen—on trying to improve the bill. 
We would be happy to do that. We 
would even be willing to consider, as 
my friend knows, the junior Senator 
from Arizona, amendments, as we have 
talked about tonight, that may not be 
technically germane. I hope we can do 
that. 

But as we have seen in this Presi-
dential election year, we have two of 
our Senators running for President, 
and it makes it extremely difficult to 
legislate in a way that we perhaps 
would like to. But that is the process 
in which we find ourselves. So hope-
fully something will work out well dur-
ing the night or, if not, maybe tomor-
row or, if not, over the weekend. I hope 
we could spend our week construc-
tively disposing of this legislation the 
President wants. 

We will finish the legislation very 
likely, one way or another, next week. 
I cannot imagine the President’s own 
party would stop this bill from passing. 
But we have been surprised in the past. 
So we will do what we can to help the 
President. This is a bill I believe in. 
The vast majority of the Democrats— 
in fact, I do not know of a Democrat 
who does not like the bill. But we hope 
there would be some reasonableness on 
the other side to try to help the Presi-
dent’s program also. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, might I 
make a point of clarification? 

Mr. REID. Sure. 
Mr. KYL. I think the majority leader 

will agree with this. When the majority 
leader speaks of accepting amend-
ments, it is not a matter of accepting 
an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. REID. No. To debate and vote on 
them. 

Mr. KYL. But rather agreeing to 
allow an amendment to be offered, de-
bated and voted on. 

Mr. REID. That is right. I am sorry I 
did not make that clear. 

Mr. KYL. No, No. I knew the Senator 
would want to be clear on that. There 
are some nonrelevant or nongermane 
amendments that have been proposed. 
It is certainly understandable that the 
majority would not want to have those 
amendments considered as a part of the 
debate. For those amendments, how-
ever, that are relevant to the subject 
matter at hand, that is what most of 
the discussion has been about, and we 
are hoping at the end of the day an ar-
rangement can be agreed to where 
those amendments could be considered 
by the Senate, debated, voted upon, 
maybe rejected, but at least the Mem-
bers would have had an opportunity to 
vote on the amendments, and, as I said 
before, and, as the majority leader 
said, to conclude the bill then some-
time next week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

Mr. REID. So Mr. President, I have 
asked the first consent, which was that 
we have no votes until Monday. That 
was objected to. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 
Mr. REID. So, Mr. President, now I 

ask unanimous consent that on Friday, 
after all the postcloture time has ex-
pired on the motion to disagree—that 
time occurring at 5:21 p.m.—the Senate 
proceed to vote on the motion to dis-
agree to the amendment of the House 
adding a new title and inserting a new 
section to the amendment of the Sen-
ate to H.R. 3221; that upon disposition 
of that motion, the Senate then pro-
ceed to vote on the motion to invoke 
cloture on the motion to proceed to S. 
2731, the global AIDS bill; that if clo-
ture is invoked, then all postcloture 
time be deemed expired, and on Mon-
day, July 14, following a period of 
morning business, the motion to pro-
ceed be agreed to, and the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table; that 
the Senate then proceed to the consid-
eration of S. 2731; that if cloture is not 
invoked, then a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which cloture was not in-
voked be considered to have been en-
tered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-

sistant majority whip. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

RECOGNIZING UNIVISION NOTICIAS 
15 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
to recognize the efforts of Noticias 15, 
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a Nevada news program that has gone 
to great lengths to realize the benefits 
of U.S. citizenship for many new Amer-
icans. 

Noticias 15 has shown the impact 
news media can have by supporting 
programs like ‘‘Ya Es Hora . . . 
Ciudadanı́’’ or ‘‘Now is the Time . . . 
Citizenship’’, which motivates and as-
sists lawful permanent residents to 
navigate the often daunting legal hur-
dles of our immigration system 
through a comprehensive civic engage-
ment strategy. 

Noticias 15, working with its sister 
programs in the Entravision Commu-
nications Corporation, provides a 
strong example of the support that can 
help to more fully engage immigrant 
communities and traditionally under-
represented minority groups in civic 
participation. As one of the top-rated 
local early evening newscasts in the 
Las Vegas market, the news program 
has disseminated critical information 
on applying for U.S. citizenship, fea-
turing segments on citizenship eligi-
bility, requirements, and the applica-
tion process. In addition, it has 
partnered with local and national agen-
cies to boost voter registration among 
viewers. 

This is particularly relevant in Ne-
vada, where we have experienced rapid 
population growth in the Hispanic 
community—now nearly one in every 
four Nevadans is of Hispanic descent. 
We must encourage the active partici-
pation in civic life of every eligible Ne-
vadan, and I am pleased that Noticias 
15 is a partner in this effort. 

Like many of my fellow Nevadans, I 
am aware of the challenges we have 
faced in increasing civic participation 
among Hispanics. Our proverbial 
wheels are spinning as we fight to 
make the American dream attainable 
for all families who work hard and play 
by the rules, level the playing field so 
that Latinos can become viable can-
didates for elective office, and remove 
the unfair barriers that hinder the 
Latino community from coming out to 
vote. Noticias 15’s actions help to pro-
vide the traction that will keep our 
wheels from continually spinning up 
dust. 

Today, I recognize Noticias 15 for its 
valuable support of ‘‘Ya Es Hora . . . 

Ciudadanı́.’’ The momentum that has 
been created by this program and oth-
ers will lead to better opportunities for 
the Hispanic community and for the 
larger community in which we all live. 
I look forward to seeing more contribu-
tions from this important organization 
in the Silver State. 

f 

BUDGET SCOREKEEPING REPORTS 
Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I rise to 

submit to the Senate the first budget 
scorekeeping reports for the 2009 budg-
et resolution. The reports, which cover 
fiscal years 2008 and 2009, were prepared 
by the Congressional Budget Office 
pursuant to section 308(b) and in aid of 
section 311 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974, as amended. 

The reports show the effects of con-
gressional action through July 7, 2008 
and include the effects of Public Law 
110–252, the Supplemental Appropria-
tions Act, 2008, which the President 
signed into law on June 30, 2008. The es-
timates of budget authority, outlays, 
and revenues are consistent with the 
technical and economic assumptions of 
S. Con Res. 70, the 2009 budget resolu-
tion. 

For 2008, the estimates show that 
current level spending is below the 
budget resolution by $5.4 billion for 
budget authority and $2.6 billion for 
outlays while current level revenues 
are above the budget resolution by $4 
billion. For 2009, the estimates show 
that current level spending is below 
the budget resolution by $983 billion for 
budget authority and $615.8 billion for 
outlays while current level revenues 
are above the budget resolution level 
by $67.8 billion. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
letters and accompanying tables from 
CBO be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 

Washington, DC, July 9, 2008. 
Hon. KENT CONRAD, 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report 
shows the effects of Congressional action on 
the fiscal year 2008 budget and is current 
through July 7, 2008. This report is submitted 

under section 308(b) and in aid of section 311 
of the Congressional Budget Act, as amend-
ed. 

The estimates of budget authority, out-
lays, and revenues are consistent with the 
technical and economic assumptions of S. 
Con. Res. 70, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2009, as approved 
by the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives. 

Pursuant to section 204(a) of S. Con. Res. 
21, provisions designated as emergency re-
quirements are exempt from enforcement of 
the budget resolution. As a result, the en-
closed current level report excludes these 
amounts (see footnote 2 of Table 2 of the re-
port). 

Since my last letter, dated January 24, 
2008, the Congress has cleared and the Presi-
dent has signed several acts that affect budg-
et authority, outlays, or revenues. These 
amounts were included in the budget aggre-
gates of S. Con. Res. 70. Please see footnote 
1 of the accompanying report for a list of 
those acts. In addition, the Congress has 
cleared and the President has signed the 
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110–252). This is CBO’s first current 
level report since the adoption of S. Con. 
Res. 70. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT A. SUNSHINE, 

(For Peter R. Orszag, Director). 
Enclosure. 

TABLE 1.—SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR SPEND-
ING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2008, AS OF 
JULY 7, 2008 

(In billions of dollars) 

Budget res-
olution 1 

Current 
level 2 

Current 
level over/ 
under (-) 
resolution 

ON-BUDGET 
Budget Authority ...................... 2,454.2 2,448.9 ¥5.4 
Outlays ..................................... 2,435.9 2,433.2 ¥2.6 
Revenues .................................. 1,875.4 8,879.4 4.0 

OFF-BUDGET 
Social Security Outlays3 ........... 463.7 463.7 0.0 
Social Security Revenues ......... 666.7 666.7 0.0 

1 S. Con. Res. 70, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 
2009, assumed $108.1 billion in budget authority and $28.9 billion in out-
lays for overseas deployment and related activities. P.L. 110–252, the Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 2008, designated funding for these activities 
as an emergency requirement, pursuant to section 204(a) of S. Con. Res. 
21, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008. Such 
emergency amounts are exempt from the enforcement of S. Con. Res. 70. 
Since current level totals exclude the emergency requirements enacted in 
P.L. 110–252 (see footnote 2 of table 2), budget authority and outlay totals 
specified in S. Con. Res. 70 have also been reduced for purposes of com-
parison. 

2 Current level is the estimated effect on revenue and spending of all leg-
islation, excluding amounts designated as emergency requirements (see 
footnote 2 of table 2), that the Congress has enacted or sent to the Presi-
dent for his approval. In addition, full-year funding estimates under current 
law are included for entitlement and mandatory programs requiring annual 
appropriations, even if the appropriations have not been made. 

3 Excludes administrative expenses ofthe Social Security Administration, 
which are off-budget, but are appropriated annually. 

SOURCE: Congressional Budget Office. 

TABLE 2.—SUPPORTING DETAIL FOR THE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2008, AS OF JULY 7, 2008 
[In millions of dollars] 

Budget authority Outlays Revenues 

Previously Enacted: 1 
Revenues ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. 1,879,400 
Permanents and other spending legislation .............................................................................................................................................................................................................. 1,441,010 1,394,887 n.a. 
Appropriation legislation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 1,604,649 1,635,118 n.a. 
Offsetting receipts ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥596,805 ¥596,805 n.a. 

Total, Previously enacted ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,448,854 2,433,200 1,879,400 
Enacted this session: 

Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (P.L. 110–252) 2 ......................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 7 0 
Total Current Level 2,3 ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,448,854 2,433,207 1,879,400 
Total Budget Resolution 4 .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,562,305 2,464,754 1,875,400 

Adjustment to the budget resolution for emergency requirements 5 ......................................................................................................................................................................... ¥108,056 ¥28,901 n.a. 

Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 2,454,249 2,435,853 1,875,400 
Current Level Over Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ n.a. n.a. 4,000 
Current Level Under Budget Resolution .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 5,395 2,646 n.a. 

1 Includes the following acts that affect budget authority, outlays, or revenues, and were cleared by the Congress during this session, but before the adoption of S. Con. Res. 70, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 
2009: National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (P.L. 110–181), Economic Stimulus Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–185), Andean Trade Preference Extension Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–191), Ensuring Continued Access to Student Loans 
Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–227), Consolidated Natural Resources Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–229), Strategic Petroleum Reserve Fill Suspension and Consumer Protection Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–232), Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (PL. 
110–234), SAFETEA–LU Technical Corrections Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–244), and Heroes Earnings Assistance and Relief Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–245). 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6552 July 10, 2008 
2 Pursuant to section 204(a) of S. Con. Res. 21, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. The amounts so 

designated for fiscal year 2008, which are not included in the current level total, are as follows: 
Budget authority Outlays Revenues 

Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (P.L. 110–252) ........................................................................................................................................................................................... 115,808 35,350 n.a. 
3 For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the Senate, the budget resolution does not include budget authority, outlays, or revenues for off-budget amounts. As a result, current level excludes these items. 
4 Periodically, the Senate Committee on the Budget revises the totals in S. Con. Res. 70, pursuant to various provisions of the resolution: 

Budget authority Outlays Revenues 

Original Budget Resolution ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,563,262 2,465,711 1,875,392 
Revisions: 

For the Strategic Petroleum Reserve Fill Suspension and Consumer Protection Act of 2008 (SPR Act) (section 323(d)) ................................................................................. ¥950 ¥950 0 
For the Heroes Earnings Assistance and Relief Tax Act of 2008 (Heroes Act) (section 323(d)) ........................................................................................................................ 0 0 8 
For adjustment to debt service for the SPR and Heroes acts (section 323(d)) .................................................................................................................................................. ¥7 ¥7 0 

Revised Budget Resolution ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,562,305 2,464,754 1,875,400 

5 S. Con. Res. 70 assumed $108,056 million in budget authority and $28,901 million in outlays for overseas deployment and related activities. P.L. 110–252 designated funding for these activities as an emergency requirement, pursuant 
to section 204(a) of S. Con. Res. 21. Such emergency amounts are exempt from the enforcement of S. Con. Res. 70. Since current level totals exclude the emergency requirements enacted in P.L. 110–252 (see footnote 2), budget authority 
and outlay totals specified in S. Con. Res. 70 have been reduced for purposes of comparison. 

SOURCE: Congressional Budget Office. 
Note: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 

Washington, DC, July 9, 2008. 
Hon. KENT CONRAD, 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report 
shows the effects of Congressional action on 
the fiscal year 2009 budget and is current 
through July 7, 2008. This report is submitted 
under section 308(b) and in aid of section 311 

of the Congressional Budget Act, as amend-
ed. 

The estimates of budget authority, out-
lays, and revenues are consistent with the 
technical and economic assumptions of S. 
Con. Res. 70, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2009, as approved 
by the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives. 

Pursuant to section 204(a) of S. Con. Res. 
21, provisions designated as emergency re-

quirements are exempt from enforcement of 
the budget resolution. As a result, the en-
closed current level report excludes these 
amounts (see footnote 2 of Table 2 of the re-
port). 

This is CBO’s first current level report for 
fiscal year 2009. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT A. SUNSHINE 

(For Peter R. Orszag). 
Enclosure. 

TABLE 1.—SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2009, AS OF JULY 7, 2008 
[In billions of dollars] 

Budget 
resolution1 

Current 
level2 

Current level over/ 
under (-) 
resolution 

ON–BUDGET 
Budget Authority .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 2,455.9 1,472.9 ¥983.0 
Outlays ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 2,490.9 1,875.1 ¥615.8 
Revenues .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 2,029.6 2,097.4 67.8 

OFF–BUDGET 
Social Security Outlays3 ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 493.6 493.6 0.0 
Social Security Revenues ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 695.9 695.9 0.0 

1 S. Con. Res. 70, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2009, assumed $70.0 billion in budget authority and $74.8 billion in outlays for overseas deployment and related activities. Additionally, S. Con. Res. 70 as-
sumed $5.8 billion in budget authority and $1.2 billion in outlays for the Corps of Engineers. P.L. 110–252, the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008, designated funding for these activities as an emergency requirement, pursuant to 
section 204(a) of S. Con. Res. 21, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008. Such emergency amounts are exempt from the enforcement of S. Con. Res. 70. Since current level totals exclude the emergency requirements 
enacted in P.L. 110–252 (see footnote 2 of table 2), budget authority and outlay totals specified in S. Con. Res. 70 have also been reduced for purposes of comparison. 

2 Current level is the estimated effect on revenue and spending of all legislation, excluding amounts designated as emergency requirements (see footnote 2 of table 2), that the Congress has enacted or sent to the President for his ap-
proval. 

In addition, full-year funding estimates under current law are included for entitlement and mandatory programs requiring annual appropriations, even if the appropriations have not been made. 
3 Excludes administrative expenses of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget, but are appropriated annually. 
SOURCE: Congressional Budget Office. 

TABLE 2.—SUPPORTING DETAIL FOR THE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2009, AS OF JULY 7, 2008 
[In millions of dollars] 

Budget authority Outlays Revenues 

Previously Enacted 1 
Revenues ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. 2,097,399 
Permanents and other spending legislation .............................................................................................................................................................................................................. 1,440,235 1,392,509 n.a. 
Appropriation legislation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 471,616 n.a. 
Offsetting receipts ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥587,749 ¥587,749 n.a. 

Total, Previously enacted ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 852,486 1,276,376 2,097,399 
Enacted this session: 

Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (P.L. 110–252) 2 ......................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 23 27 
Entitlements and mandatories: 

Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs ................................................................................................................................... 620,449 598,715 0 
Total Current Level 2,3 .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,472,935 1,875,114 2,097,426 
Total Budget Resolution4 ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,531,668 2,566,868 2,029,644 

Adjustment to the budget resolution for emergency requirements5 ......................................................................................................................................................................... ¥70,000 ¥74,809 n.a. 
Adjustment to the budget resolution for emergency requirements5 ......................................................................................................................................................................... ¥5,761 ¥1,152 n.a. 

Adjusted Budget Resolution ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,455,907 2,490,907 2,029,644 
Current Level Over Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ n.a. n.a. 67,782 
Current Level Under Budget Resolution .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 982,972 615,793 n.a. 

1 Includes the following acts that affect budget authority, outlays, or revenues, and were cleared by the Congress during this session, but before the adoption of S. Con. Res. 70, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 
2009: National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (PL. 110–181), Economic Stimulus Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–185), Andean Trade Preference Extension Act of 2008 (PL. 110–191), Ensuring Continued Access to Student Loans Act 
of 2008 (P.L. 110–227), Consolidated Natural Resources Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–229), Strategic Petroleum Reserve Fill Suspension and Consumer Protection Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–232), Genetic Information Nondiscrimination Act of 2008 
(P.L. 110–233), Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–234), SAFETEA–LU Technical Corrections Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–244), and Heroes Earning Assistance and Relief Act of 2008 (P.L. 110–245). 

2 Pursuant to section 204(a) of S. Con. Res. 21, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. The amounts so 
designated for fiscal year 2009, which are not included in the current level total, are as follows: 

Budget authority Outlays Revenues 

Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (P.L. 110–252) ........................................................................................................................................................................................... 85,155 87,211 n.a. 
3 For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the Senate, the budget resolution does not include budget authority, outlays, or revenues for off-budget amounts. As a result, current level excludes these items. 
4 Periodically, the Senate Committee on the Budget revises the totals in S. Con. Res. 70, pursuant to various provisions of the resolution: 

Budget authority Outlays Revenues 

Original Budget Resolution ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,530,703 2,565,903 2,029,612 
Revisions: 

For the Strategic Petroleum Reserve Fill Suspension and Consumer Protection Act of 2008 (SPR Act) (section 323(d)) ................................................................................. 950 950 0 
For the Heroes Earnings Assistance and Relief Tax Act of 2008 (Heroes Act) (section 323(d)) ........................................................................................................................ 28 28 32 
For adjustment to debt service for the SPR and Heroes acts (section 323(d)) .................................................................................................................................................. ¥13 ¥13 0 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6553 July 10, 2008 
Budget authority Outlays Revenues 

Revised Budget Resolution ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,531,668 2,566,868 2,029,644 

5 S. Con. Res. 70 assumed $70,000 million in budget authority and $74,809 million in outlays for overseas deployment and related activities. Additionally, S. Con. Res. 70 assumed $5,761 million in budget authority and $1,152 million 
in outlays for the Corps of Engineers. P.L. 110–252, the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008, designated funding for these activities as an emergency requirement, pursuant to section 204(a) of S. Con. Res. 21. Such emergency 
amounts are exempt from the enforcement of S. Con. Res. 70. Since current level totals exclude the emergency requirements enacted in P.L. 110–252 (see footnote 2), budget authority and outlay totals specified in S. Con. Res. 70 have 
also been reduced for purposes of comparison. 

SOURCE: Congressional Budget Office. 
Note: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 

REMEMBERING SENATOR JESSE 
HELMS 

Mr. HAGEL. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay tribute to our friend and 
former colleague, Senator Jesse Helms 
of North Carolina. When Senator 
Helms passed away on the Fourth of 
July, our country lost a patriot and a 
strong conservative voice. 

Senator Helms’ life was about public 
service. During World War II, he served 
in the U.S. Navy, where he first devel-
oped his commitment to a strong U.S. 
military and America’s security at 
home and abroad. He served in a num-
ber of public roles in Washington, DC, 
and in his home State of North Caro-
lina, and in 1972 was elected to the U.S. 
Senate—a position he held for five con-
secutive terms. 

Senator Helms was chairman of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
when I came to the Senate in 1996, 
where I have served for 12 years. As 
chairman, he consistently maintained 
a powerful and determined voice in his 
efforts to strengthen America. I will al-
ways be grateful for his many personal 
courtesies and his constant encourage-
ment and assistance over the 6 years 
that we worked together. 

Senator Helms was outspoken, 
strong-minded, and unwavering in his 
beliefs. He was a leader who will be 
missed. Lilibet and I extend our 
thoughts and prayers to Jesse’s widow 
and our friend Dot and his wonderful 
family. 

f 

CALIFORNIA WILDFIRES UPDATE 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to update the Senate on the 
deteriorating situation in California. 

Simply put, the situation is unten-
able. 

In the past 2 weeks, 1,781 wildfires 
have burned roughly 688,000 acres—an 
area roughly the size of Rhode Island. 
Today, 323 fires continue to burn in-
cluding the Camp Fire, in Butte Coun-
ty. As a result of that fire, 14,000 resi-
dents have had to evacuate their homes 
and nearly 50 homes have been de-
stroyed in the past 48 hours. 

It is likely to get worse—with a heat 
wave and more lightning strikes fore-
cast—just as State and Federal re-
sources are being depleted. 

Governor Schwarzenegger has told 
the Federal Government that Cali-
fornia cannot continue to fight these 
fires—that with current resources the 
State cannot protect lives and prop-
erty. 

California needs the following: Per-
sonnel: The Governor needs 302 more 
hand crews to put on the front lines 
and 773 support personnel. The State 

has tapped out its resources; it is time 
for the Federal Government to step up 
to the plate. 

And the Forest Service is also short 
on staff. Key supervisors and fire-
fighters are missing from our national 
parks, hampering firefighting and 
brush clearing efforts. Last month the 
agency reported 380 vacancies in Cali-
fornia—roughly 8.5 percent out of a 
total force of 4,432. These positions 
must be filled. Agriculture Under Sec-
retary Mark Rey promised me these 
vacancies would be filled by July 8. But 
as of today only 289 positions have been 
filled. We need to do more. 

A Full Emergency Declaration: Gov-
ernor Schwarzenegger has declared 
emergencies in 11 counties: Butte, 
Trinity, Shasta, Santa Barbara, Santa 
Clara, Monterey, Mendocino, Santa 
Cruz, Plumas, Kern, and Mariposa. But 
President Bush has issued only a lim-
ited emergency declaration. California 
is asking the President for a full dis-
aster declaration, which will open the 
State to broader assistance under the 
Stafford Act. I fully endorse this re-
quest. 

Funding: California’s fire emergency 
is burning up Federal firefighting dol-
lars at an alarming rate. The Forest 
Service has already expended $704 mil-
lion—more than half the $1.2 billion in 
available funds—and fire season has 
just begun. Therefore, I am asking for 
$910 million in emergency appropria-
tions for the Forest Service and Inte-
rior Department. 

This emergency funding, to be used 
throughout the United States as need-
ed this year, includes: $610 million for 
wildfire suppression; $125 million for 
fuels reduction on State and private 
lands; $100 million for rehabilitation; 
$50 million for fuels reduction on Fed-
eral lands; and $25 million for fire-
fighter recruitment and retention in 
high risk areas. 

Air assets: The Governor has told 
President Bush that we need an addi-
tional 41 helicopters in California. I am 
committed to working with the Presi-
dent to make these aircraft available 
from other States, the military, or for-
eign nations. Whatever it takes, we 
need these resources. 

We also need to permanently station 
military firefighting aircraft in Cali-
fornia. It is increasingly clear to me 
that the key to these wildfires in re-
mote geographic areas is immediate 
aerial assault on the fires. You cannot 
get firefighters into these areas fast 
enough. Earlier this year I asked the 
President and Defense Secretary Rob-
ert Gates to permanently station two 
C–130 tankers at Point Mugu. This is 
vital; several C–130s are working these 
fires today, but they had to travel 

great distances to get to California. 
This is unacceptable. 

I am writing to the President again 
to renew this critical request. 

Let me share with you a letter writ-
ten by Henry Renteria, Director of 
Governor Schwarzenegger’s Office of 
Emergency Services, to R. David 
Paulison, Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency. 

It says in part: 
We are in an unprecedented draw-down in 

the state’s emergency resources. Many fire 
departments are barely able to maintain suf-
ficient resources for initial attack on new 
structure fires, while still participating in 
the statewide mutual aid effort to address 
these wildfires. 

Even with the assistance of more 
than 24,000 firefighters from 40 States, 
‘‘California has outstanding orders for 
fire resources that it is unable to fill,’’ 
the letter states. 

Yesterday there were requests for 230 
engines that went unfilled, and at one 
point last week there were requests for 
400 crews of 15–20 firefighters that were 
not met. 

The Governor’s letter continues: 
California is in the untenable position of 

having orders for firefighting resources re-
maining unfilled for multiple days. The Gov-
ernor has taken the extraordinary action 
this week to direct the training of 400 Cali-
fornia National Guard soldiers in basic fire-
fighting. These soldiers will be assigned to 
the firefight as quickly as they can be 
trained and equipped. 

Mr. Renteria—again, the Governor’s 
authorized representative—concludes 
by warning that ‘‘the cumulative im-
pact of these disasters has exhausted 
state and local resources to the point 
in which California cannot avert threat 
to live and improved property ade-
quately.’’ 

This is without question a clear and 
present threat to the largest State in 
the Nation. 

California is on the precipice of a 
major catastrophe. California has spent 
more than $300 million fighting these 
fires—that is more than it spent on 
last year’s firestorms. And this is only 
the second week of July. 

Let me remind you of what the fall 
brings to southern California. It brings 
strong Santa Ana winds, which fuel 
massive and deadly firestorms: In 2003 
in California, huge wildfires burned 
roughly 1 million acres; killed 21; and 
destroyed more than 5,000 homes. And 
last year in California, wildfires black-
ened 1,087,110 acres; killed 10; and de-
stroyed 3,079 structures. 

We are in a new and dangerous time. 
The great bulk of the fires that have 

burned since last month—more than 
1,000—were sparked by more than 8,000 
dry lightning strikes. 
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California is now faced with dry 

lightning strikes at a level that I can-
not remember in my lifetime. And 
more are forecast this week. 

The State is also facing extreme 
heat. Across the State, nearly in every 
county, there are excessive heat warn-
ings. 

And the State is in the midst of a se-
rious drought—Governor Schwarze-
negger has declared a drought emer-
gency. 

The State’s reservoirs are below nor-
mal, and drought has produced record 
amounts of dry brush. In many areas, 
there is more dry brush than at any 
point in the 27-year recorded history of 
the data. 

This dry brush is like an unexploded 
bomb. 

Last month—the halfway point of the 
year—more than 272,969 acres in Cali-
fornia had burned. That’s up from 
42,214 acres burned at the same point 
last year. And up from the 5-year aver-
age of 30,938 acres burned on State land 
at that time of year. 

The facts are clear and cannot be ig-
nored. California is in great peril. And 
California’s peril is the Nation’s peril, 
for the costs of fighting these fires is 
fast draining our Federal firefighting 
resources. 

Bottom line: California and the Na-
tion need help now. A potentially rec-
ordbreaking fire season is upon us. We 
need to do more. We need to prepare. 
And we need to do it now. 

f 

IDAHOANS SPEAK OUT ON HIGH 
ENERGY PRICES 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, in mid- 
June, I asked Idahoans to share with 
me how high energy prices are affect-
ing their lives, and they responded by 
the hundreds. The stories, numbering 
over 1,000, are heartbreaking and 
touching. To respect their efforts, I am 
submitting every e-mail sent to me 
through energy_prices@crapo.senate 
.gov to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
This is not an issue that will be easily 
resolved, but it is one that deserves im-
mediate and serious attention, and Ida-
hoans deserve to be heard. Their sto-
ries not only detail their struggles to 
meet everyday expenses, but also have 
suggestions and recommendations as to 
what Congress can do now to tackle 
this problem and find solutions that 
last beyond today. I ask unanimous 
consent to have today’s letters printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

To whom it concerns: 
Here’s how rising gas and diesel prices are 

affecting this Idahoan and her family: 
We are a one-income (plus overtime) mid-

dle-income family living in Boise. The huge 
increase in fuel prices has caused subsequent 
increases in the price of consumer goods (due 
to price increases for fuel to manufacture, 
transport, and deliver consumer goods). 
Thus, our entire cost of living has increased 
at a rate higher than that of my husband’s 
annual raise. Our standard of living is drop-

ping, regardless of his continued raises, and 
we are having to cut corners from our budg-
et, in every direction. 

Due to our sons’ disabilities, it has been 
imprudent for me to work full time. How-
ever, in light of the growing costs of living 
due to fuel costs skyrocketing, I will most 
likely need to return to work this year, NOT 
to purchase hobby equipment or upgrade our 
vehicle, but to continue to make our mort-
gage payment and to EAT PROPERLY. 

To our Congress: PLEASE STOP OUR DE-
PENDENCE ON FOREIGN FUELS. We’re lin-
ing the pockets of oil-rich nations while 
stealing the quality of life from our own citi-
zens. 

Nuclear energy is NOT the way to go, in 
my opinion. The dangerous waste by-prod-
ucts of nuclear-generated power are not 
worth the savings in costs of energy to our 
citizens. There are many other methods to 
generate energy for homes and businesses 
(and vehicles) that are cleaner, renewable, 
and completely non-polluting, such as solar 
energy; wind energy; hydro-electric energy 
(why not let all the dams in our state run at 
full capacity rather than leave one or two 
turbines unused most of the time, and 
STORE the excess energy we generate to 
keep our costs down, or sell it to profit our 
state’s economy); and the transformation of 
our society’s garbage into usable, non-pol-
luting hydrogen fuel for vehicles that run on 
hydrogen. 

There are always local (American) solu-
tions to local (American) problems. 

TERESA, Boise. 

I should think it would be obvious to all 
sentient beings by now that we are on the 
wrong trajectory. The notion that we can 
consume more and more each year without 
some FUNDAMENTAL changes is wrong. I 
search your words in vain for ideas about 
something new. No luck. Same old mindset. 
What about conservation of finite resources? 
What about alternative energy resource de-
velopment? The large and very profitable oil 
companies benefit enormously from tax 
breaks. Where is the policy incentive for 
non-polluting alternate forms of energy? 
Where are the incentives to promote more 
efficient use of the old sources? Pull your 
head from the sand. It is high time you real-
ized a new era is upon us. 

CRISTINA. 

To Whom It May Concern, 
Fuel costs are killing the average citizen 

in Idaho. It is bad enough that the price of 
getting to work is costing more than many 
can afford, but the prices in the grocery 
stores are also rising exponentially as the 
cost of shipping skyrockets and the cost of 
running farm equipment to produce the food 
skyrockets. To make things worse, Congress, 
once again with good intentions but not a 
clue of the damage they would do, are adding 
to the situation with the ridiculous bio-fuels 
subsidies. Bio-fuels are horribly inefficient, 
but the cost of corn to feed dairy cattle and 
fatten beef cattle is becoming unaffordable. 
To make things worse, these terrible incen-
tives to plow up hay fields and raise corn is 
leaving livestock owners unable to buy hay. 
Horses are being turned loose or shot by 
owners who cannot get or afford hay to feed 
them. Once again the bloated farm bill is 
putting billions of dollars into the hands of 
a few farming corporations while small farm-
ers and livestock owners are left to struggle 
against high fuel and feed costs created by 
Congress. PLEASE repeal these stupid re-
strictions on oil exploration and refining, as 
well as that awful subsidy on bio-fuels. They 
are counterproductive and just plain stupid. 

PAT, Priest River. 

Dear Senator Crapo, 

High gas and energy prices are affecting 
everyone negatively but I would rather re-
spond to the second part of your email. 

Americans are not ‘‘too dependent on pe-
troleum,’’ as you said; we are just too de-
pendent on foreign petroleum. We can thank 
Mr. Clinton and subsequent leaders and leg-
islators for the predicament we find our-
selves in today. They have caved in to the 
‘‘environmentalists’’, a very small percent-
age of Americans, and not allowed us to pro-
vide for our own oil needs. These foolish poli-
ticians have put us and our economy in a 
very precarious position. 

We need to pursue nuclear power and do-
mestic drilling and refining of petroleum and 
take control of providing for our needs in-
stead of relying on foreign volatile suppliers. 
If Congress would pass just one piece of legis-
lation to allow us to drill and supply our own 
oil, our foreign suppliers would drop prices 
immediately in fear that we will completely 
cut them out of the loop someday. We do not 
need to continue any ‘‘food for fuel’’ pro-
grams as you can see what that has done to 
our economy and the food shortage in other 
parts of the world. 

Finally, please inform others in Congress 
that our country is a capitalistic society and 
that oil companies deserve to profit for the 
risks they take and the product they supply 
to Americans. If anybody has received a 
‘‘windfall’’ it is the federal, and to a lesser 
degree state, government which receives 
undeserved profits. They receive much more 
money from the sale of gas in our country 
than the oil companies and they have not 
done one thing for the money they get for 
each gallon sold. The latest figures I have 
read were that oil companies average 4 per-
cent of profit from each gallon sold while 
taxes account for 16 percent of each gallon 
sold. 

Please understand that I am angered by 
this situation but that anger is in no way di-
rected at you. You have done a fine job rep-
resenting the views of us conservative Re-
publicans in Idaho. Keep up the good work. 

Sincerely, 
ROBYN. 

Dear Senator, 
I’m a fan of yours, as is my wife. We both 

have been registered Democrats all our lives, 
but in the mid-term election of 2006, we both 
re-registered as Independents so as to dis-
tance ourselves from our party, as they seem 
to have gone off the deep end. I remember 
when Democrats were proud Americans. And 
though there are a few of us left, most of the 
party of Rosie O’Donnell, Michael Moore, Al 
Franken, and certain Senators and Congress-
men (and women) are little more than So-
cialists. And that is giving them the benefit 
of the doubt. My wife and I both voted for 
Reagan, by the way, and we will vote Repub-
lican till we see a difference in the far left 
that has taken over our party. Who knows? 
We may be registered Republicans before too 
long. 

Enough about our distaste for the Demo-
crat Party of today, except to say that it 
seems voting on issues such as this go down 
party lines, with even a few Republicans tak-
ing the wrong side on issues such as energy, 
illegal immigration, and homeland security 
which I consider to be one and the same. 

We know there are many billions of barrels 
of crude off our shores, but the Democrats 
keep us from drilling. There is even more 
possibly in the Dakotas and Montana, not to 
mention the shale oil out here in the West 
and the coal-to-oil or coal-to-gas technology. 
All we have to do is start drilling and build 
more refineries and the price of oil from 
OPEC will drop drastically! I dropped out of 
college, but I know this, so Washington 
should too. I do not know what is up with 
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the Democrats, but they want the United 
States to fail in every way, it seems! 

Now, a little more about my wife and I. We 
are both disabled after working hard all our 
lives and had a good income till our disabil-
ities set in. She went down first, and I fol-
lowed a few years later. God put us together 
for a reason, I have to believe. It must be so 
we could lean on each other. But needless to 
say we live on a small, fixed income and, 
eight years ago, my wife’s mother had to 
come and live with us because she has Alz-
heimer’s Disease. We got along OK, I guess, 
till the gas prices shot up. 

I remember 1973 and 1981. I know the prices 
go up and never come back down to the point 
they were, even long after the ‘‘crisis’’ is 
over. In ten or so years, it is possible we 
could be self-sufficient as far as petroleum 
and natural gas go. If we drill everywhere we 
can, build refineries to process the crude, in 
10–12 years, we could have gas prices back to 
something where we could afford to eat. 

Because it is not just the gas prices, it is 
everything that has to be trucked or shipped 
by air. Airlines are going belly up, we cannot 
afford to eat food that is good for us so we 
have to go to a high starch, low protein diet 
which will kill us quicker. The long term so-
lution is other means and other types of fuel. 
But in the short term, the NOW term, we 
need to drill and I’ll even say, having lived in 
Alaska for a few years, if people knew how 
vast the 49th state is, they would say ‘‘Go 
right ahead, drill!’’ Because it would not 
hurt any animals, the pipeline could hook 
right up to the one that already runs from 
Prudoe Bay to Valdez. It is simple really, but 
Congress has always found a way to make it 
hard. Our whole government seems to be 
‘‘out of touch’’ with its citizens’ needs. 

Did you know that ANWR is 700 miles from 
the nearest tree? There is nothing there! But 
oil if we drill it. And we wouldn’t have to 
drill there if we drilled off shore, in the Da-
kotas and Montana, used coal-to-oil tech-
nology. The ocean floor pollutes more in 
seepage than drilling ever could because we 
have ‘‘green’’ technology, and they do not 
shoot up toward the skies anymore like the 
old black and white movies always show it. 

But these gas prices just kill people like 
my wife and others in our situation. We get 
our fair share every month on the third be-
cause we both started working when we were 
teenagers (I was told this helped with the 
money part), and my wife’s mother is 71 and 
worked her whole life. But we are still a fam-
ily of three with kids who are grown, and six 
wonderful grandchildren who we like to 
make sure their birthdays and Christmases 
are filled with gifts from us that cost money 
which we do not have. If I could afford a 
Prius, I’d buy one! (maybe). But the fact is I 
have a ’96 Plymouth Voyager and that has to 
last me the rest of my life, hopefully. 

So I need lower gas prices and, as I ramble 
on here (you invited me to—LOL), I know 
the solution and so do most of the Repub-
licans and even some Democrats, except they 
won’t let us drill. It seems that the parties 
have to follow like lemmings and they just 
cannot think for themselves. 

Other countries are drilling OUR oil right 
off our coasts! They are, and I’ll tell you 
how. They drill down and then make a 60–90 
degree turn and go under our waters and 
even under our land and are going to get our 
oil while leasing waters from Cuba! This, sir, 
makes me sick!!! If I were in charge, I’d drill 
right through a polar bear’s skull, if I had to, 
to get at the oil that we have more of than 
Saudi Arabia! We do! OK. Not really. 

But the polar bear was put on the endan-
gered species list, when they have grown six-
fold in number (where’s the sense in that?). 
There are five, six times as many polar bears 
now than there were 255 years ago, and NOW 

they decide to put them on the endangered 
species list? And merely to keep us from 
drilling in Alaska. I’ll close by saying this: 
Please try to persuade all Republicans and 
any Democrats you know that may come 
over to the common sense side of it all and 
allow us to drill! That is the only way we 
will be energy self-sufficient in the next ten 
years, unless Al Gore is going to buy me an 
electric minivan. 

And just a quick note: I do not know if I 
believe global warming exists, but even 
more, I am pretty sure that, if it does indeed 
exist, man is not responsible for it. I have 
personally talked to scientists and saw an 
interview on the ‘‘Glenn Beck’’ program with 
the founder of ‘‘The Weather Channel’’ and 
he said that global warming or climate 
change is the biggest hoax ever pulled on the 
American people and the world! It is merely 
a cycle the earth goes through and if you 
look back to about 60–70 years ago, you’d see 
the same cycles and temperatures and 
storms, etc. 

OK, Senator, I’m done. I hope you find 
time to personally read this, because you are 
one of the good ones who seems to be in 
touch with the people’s needs, along with the 
country’s needs. You have always done a 
good job and, for the most part, I like the 
way you vote. 

Thank you, 
RICHARD and KELLEY. 

Now you are talking, Senator. . . . If more 
Senators and Congress Representatives 
started asking the people to share their 
thoughts, ideas, and struggles that we are all 
being put through with this energy crisis, we 
could believe that government really had our 
interest at heart, instead of just their own. I 
have done a lot of research in past months, 
and find it hard to understand with all the 
oil we have here in our own country, and we 
know we have it. Why do we go elsewhere for 
it and, literally, held ransom while someone 
else profits? 

And on another issue of being held hostage 
for energy, are all these utility companies. 
We always hear on the news, how much prof-
it they made, and then how much more it is 
going to cost us, ‘‘We the People,’’ for its 
use, and then they have the gall to announce 
their big corporate raises. If we have to suf-
fer the higher costs, then they should also, 
by waiving their raises until things are 
under control again. That is my thought on 
this, as well as many others. 

We are a family of four seniors on fixed in-
comes, all with health issues. My mom is 85, 
bedridden. And my brother-in-law is a three- 
time cancer survivor, a shell of a man. He 
served two terms in Vietnam in the midst of 
Agent Orange and cannot even get any vet-
eran’s compensation. His wife is his care-
giver, and she suffers horribly from 
fibromyalgia. I’m a widow and a caregiver 
for my mom, who is also now a widow. We 
have had to come together in order to sur-
vive. So we have to watch carefully every 
penny we spend. We live 15 miles out of town, 
and have to watch how many trips we take 
into town so as not to waste gas. We have 
cut back to using one car, and try to cor-
relate our doctor visits and trips to the phar-
macy. And it still costs as much or more 
than it did using two cars before the price 
gouging. 

I am a lot more in tune to what is going on 
in this country and how we are being treated 
by our own government. It is really criminal 
to say the least. We, who have worked our 
whole life paying into our system and serv-
ing our country in loyalty, and with our 
lives, we deserve to be treated with far more 
respect than we get. Senator, we know that 
this system is working hard to take our sov-
ereignty from us. We are not stupid people; 

we see and read beyond what the system 
wants us to know. Please be one of those who 
are on the side of people, for our freedom of 
Constitutional rights. 

Long live the United States of America, 
where our flag flies with pride, and blood has 
been shed in her honor. 

Respectfully, 
ANDREA. 

Senator Crapo, 
I manage an insurance agency with twenty 

independent salespeople at Farm Bureau In-
surance. I could give you quite a few stories, 
but the one I am most familiar with is my 
son that works for us. He is 35 years old and 
has triplets that are two-and-one-half years 
old. He also has an eleven-year-old and a 
nine-year-old, so he has a full house. His wife 
is obviously now a stay-at-home mom, but 
the energy crunch along with grocery infla-
tion is absolutely devastating. He coaches 
his Little League baseball traveling team 
and so between his sales career, baseball, and 
running kids all over, his gas bill alone is be-
tween $600 and $700 per month. With the tri-
plet children, the vehicle has to be a large, 
used SUV. Couple that with his pick-up, and 
the gas mileage is not the greatest! The larg-
er vehicles, however, are a necessity. This is 
just the icing on the cake when you also con-
sider the larger house that they now live in 
with increased utility costs plus the inflated 
cost of groceries, especially milk. It is time 
that we start drilling and looking for an ef-
fective domestic energy policy and quit 
outsourcing on energy to foreign soil. We 
sincerely hope that Congress does something 
and soon, and that they develop a long term 
comprehensive policy to prevent future simi-
lar crises. 

RON. 

To the powers that be: 
I am a handicapped woman existing on my 

Social Security and let me tell you, it only 
goes so far. I live outside of town about six 
miles and granted, that is not a great dis-
tance, but it adds up very fast. As you know, 
Social Security really is not enough to live 
on, and now I am having to add in out-
rageously high fuel prices for my furnace and 
car. 

We live in the greatest nation, the richest 
nation and still we are dependent on foreign 
fuel to meet our needs. Why is that? We have 
the capacity to be so much more independent 
and yet, the consumer, me, pays out and 
pays out until there is nothing left. Will I be 
able to save any money to pay for my burial? 
No, not at the rate things are going. It is a 
sad commentary on the government when 
those who have not have to take care of 
those that have. . . . sad, indeed. 

It is time for government to be ‘‘of the peo-
ple’’ once again, and not out for their own 
individual gain. 

CINDY. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

THILMANY PAPERS 

∑ Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, I want to 
take a quick moment to congratulate 
Thilmany Papers of Kaukauna, WI, on 
their 125th year anniversary. From 
humble beginnings with 18 employees, 
it has grown to a family of 1,000 em-
ployees today. This trusted paper man-
ufacturer, founded on the banks of the 
Fox River 125 years ago, continues to 
provide specialty papers with a cus-
tomer service record unmatched in 
eastern Wisconsin. 
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One of the names most closely associ-

ated with the progress of Kaukauna is 
Oscar Thilmany. A German immigrant 
who arrived in the United States in 
1866, he tried his hand at a variety of 
occupations, going from a journalist 
for a New York newspaper to a com-
pany involved in wood preserving. 

In Thilmany Pulp and Paper Com-
pany, Mr. Thilmany found his calling. 
With that calling came one of the most 
successful paper companies in all of 
Wisconsin today. I congratulate 
Thilmany Papers on their 125th anni-
versary and wish them much success in 
the years ahead.∑ 

f 

120 YEAR PARTNERSHIP 

∑ Mr. SUNUNU. Mr. President, today I 
recognize the 120th anniversary of 
State veterans’ homes, SVHs. 

Following the Civil War, a large 
number of newly disabled veterans 
struggled to earn a living as they ad-
justed back to civilian life. While the 
Federal Government operated national 
homes for qualifying Union volunteer 
soldiers, the total number of veterans 
in need of care was overwhelming. 

In order to meet this need, a number 
of States independently opened SVHs 
to care for those injured in service to 
their country. The first such home 
opened in Rocky Hill, CT, in 1864. 

In August 1888, aware it had a respon-
sibility to assist those who had so dili-
gently and honorably served their 
country, Congress pledged Federal 
funding to assist with the operation of 
existing and future SVHs. This original 
$250,000 appropriation provided States 
with $100 per eligible veteran enrolled 
in an SVH to assist in providing needed 
support to those who could no longer 
care for themselves. 

Over time, as the number of veterans 
requiring care increased, the Federal 
Government responded by providing 
the States with added assistance. With 
the establishment of the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration, VA, in 1930, SVHs were 
expanded to include three levels of 
care, and in 1960, Congress established 
a per diem payment system to replace 
the annual appropriation and better re-
flect the funding needs of the Nation’s 
SVHs. Finally, in 1964, Congress initi-
ated the State Home Construction 
Grant Program, which provided further 
Federal assistance and created the op-
portunity for a dramatic increase in 
the quantity and quality of SVHs. 

During this time, the National Asso-
ciation of State Veterans Homes, 
NASVH, was founded to promote legis-
lation at the national level and in-
crease communication among the Na-
tion’s SVHs. In partnership with the 
VA, the NASVH continues to advocate 
in support of the country’s needy vet-
erans and has been instrumental in in-
creasing per diem and other funding 
rates. 

Today, 120 years since the original 
appropriation, this State and Federal 
partnership has flourished. Currently, 
SVHs serve as one of the country’s 

largest long-term care providers—offer-
ing approximately 30,000 total beds at 
more than 130 SVHs nationwide. In a 
typical year, State veterans homes will 
furnish nearly 7 million days of nursing 
home care and about 1.5 million days of 
domiciliary care. 

In New Hampshire, veterans receive 
the highest quality of care under the 
watchful eye of Commandant Barry 
Conway and his extremely capable staff 
in Tilton. It is because of these dedi-
cated men and women in New Hamp-
shire and around the country that our 
elder veteran community receives the 
care they have earned and deserve.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING AMBER MULDER 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Amber Mulder, an intern in 
my Sioux Falls, SD, office, for all of 
the hard work she has done for me, my 
staff, and the State of South Dakota 
over the past several months. 

Amber is a graduate of Western 
Christian High School in Hull, IA. Cur-
rently she is attending Hamline Uni-
versity School of Law. Amber is a hard 
worker who has been dedicated to get-
ting the most out of her internship ex-
perience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Amber for 
all of the fine work she has done and 
wish her continued success in the years 
to come.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING BETSY POPPENS 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Betsy Poppens, an intern in 
my Sioux Falls, SD, office, for all of 
the hard work she has done for me, my 
staff, and the State of South Dakota 
over the past several months. 

Betsy is a graduate of Marion High 
School in Marion, SD. Currently she is 
attending Northwestern College, where 
she is majoring in public relations. She 
is a hard worker who has been dedi-
cated to getting the most out of her in-
ternship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Betsy for 
all of the fine work she has done and 
wish her continued success in the years 
to come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF ALPENA, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Alpena, SD. The town of 
Alpena commemorated its 125th anni-
versary of its founding with celebra-
tions June 20–22, 2008. 

Located in Jerauld County, Alpena 
was founded in 1883 and was named 
after the hometown of founder and rail-
road superintendent C.H. Prior. Since 
its beginning 125 years ago, the com-
munity of Alpena has continued to 
serve as a strong example of South Da-
kota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Alpena on this 

milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
ARTESIAN, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Artesian, SD. The town of 
Artesian commemorated its 125th anni-
versary of its founding with celebra-
tions July 4–6, 2008. 

Located in Sanborn County, Artesian 
was founded in 1883 and was named 
after the abundance of flowing wells in 
the area, known as artesian wells. 

Since its beginning 125 years ago, the 
community of Artesian has continued 
to serve as a strong example of South 
Dakota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Artesian on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF BRUCE, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Bruce, SD. The town of Bruce 
will commemorate its 125th anniver-
sary of its founding with celebrations 
July 24–27, 2008. 

Located in Brookings County, Bruce 
was founded in 1883 and was named 
after statesman B.K. Bruce, who was 
the first African American to serve a 
full term in the United States Senate. 
Since its beginning 125 years ago, the 
community of Bruce has continued to 
serve as a strong example of South Da-
kota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Bruce on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
CENTERVILLE, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Centerville, SD. The town of 
Centerville will commemorate the 
125th anniversary of its founding with 
celebrations July 3–6, 2008. 

Located in Turner County, 
Centerville was founded in 1883. It 
earned its name because of its location 
halfway between Yankton and Sioux 
Falls, and midway between Parker and 
Vermillion. 

Since its beginning 125 years ago, the 
community of Centerville has contin-
ued to serve as a strong example of 
South Dakota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Centerville on 
this milestone anniversary and wish 
them continued prosperity in the years 
to come.∑ 
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125TH ANNIVERSARY OF CORONA, 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Corona, SD. The town of Co-
rona commemorated its 125th anniver-
sary of its founding with celebrations 
June 20–22, 2008. 

Located in Roberts County, Corona 
was founded in 1883. Since its beginning 
125 years ago, the community of Co-
rona has continued to serve as a strong 
example of South Dakota values and 
traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Corona on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
EPIPHANY, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Epiphany, SD. The town of 
Epiphany will commemorate its 125th 
anniversary of its founding with cele-
brations August 1–3, 2008. 

Located in Hanson County, Epiphany 
was founded in 1883. Since its beginning 
125 years ago, the community of Epiph-
any has continued to serve as a strong 
example of South Dakota values and 
traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Epiphany on 
this milestone anniversary and wish 
them continued prosperity in the years 
to come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF ETHAN, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Ethan, SD. The town of 
Ethan commemorated its 125th anni-
versary of its founding with celebra-
tions June 13–15, 2008. 

Located in Davison County, Ethan 
was founded in 1883 and was named 
after Revolutionary War patriot Ethan 
Allen. Since its beginning 125 years 
ago, the community of Ethan has con-
tinued to serve as a strong example of 
South Dakota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Ethan on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
GETTYSBURG, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Gettysburg, SD. The town of 
Gettysburg will commemorate its 125th 
anniversary of its founding with cele-
brations June 27–29, 2008. 

Located in Potter County, Gettys-
burg was founded in 1883, and was 
named after the Civil War battle site, 
Gettysburg Pennsylvania. 

Since its beginning 125 years ago, the 
community of Gettysburg has contin-
ued to serve as a strong example of 
South Dakota traditions and values. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Gettysburg on 

this milestone anniversary and wish 
them continued prosperity in the years 
to come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF HOT 
SPRINGS, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Hot Springs, SD. The town of 
Hot Springs commemorated its 125th 
anniversary of its founding with cele-
brations June 27–29, 2008. 

Located in Fall River County, Hot 
Springs was founded in 1883. Originally 
called ‘‘Minnekahta’’ which means 
‘‘warm waters’’, the town’s name was 
changed to Hot Springs in 1886. 

Since its beginning 125 years ago, the 
community of Hot Springs has contin-
ued to serve as a strong example of 
South Dakota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Hot Springs on 
this milestone anniversary and wish 
them continued prosperity in the years 
to come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF HURLEY, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Hurley, SD. The town of Hur-
ley will commemorate its 125th anni-
versary of its founding with celebra-
tions July 25–27, 2008. 

Located in Turner County, Hurley 
was founded in 1883 and still contains 
the Arthur Nelson Museum as the 
town’s historical focal point. Since its 
beginning 125 years ago, the commu-
nity of Hurley has continued to serve 
as a strong example of South Dakota 
values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Hurley on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF IPSWICH, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Ipswich, SD. The town of Ips-
wich commemorated its 125th anniver-
sary of its founding with celebrations 
June 13–15, 2008. 

Located in Edmunds County, Ipswich 
was founded in 1883 and was named 
after a city of the same name in Brit-
ain. Since its beginning 125 years ago, 
the community of Ipswich has contin-
ued to serve as a strong example of 
South Dakota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Ipswich on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF NEW 
UNDERWOOD, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize New Underwood, SD. The 
town of New Underwood will com-
memorate its 125th anniversary of its 

founding with celebrations August 30– 
September 1, 2008. 

Located in Pennington County, New 
Underwood was founded in 1883. Since 
its beginning 125 years ago, the com-
munity of New Underwood has contin-
ued to serve as a strong example of 
South Dakota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of New Underwood 
on this milestone anniversary and wish 
them continued prosperity in the years 
to come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF MINA, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Mina, SD. The town of Mina 
commemorated its 125th anniversary of 
its founding with celebrations on July 
3, 2008. 

Located in Edmunds County, Mina 
was founded in 1883. Since its beginning 
125 years ago, the community of Mina 
has continued to serve as a strong ex-
ample of South Dakota values and tra-
ditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Mina on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF ONIDA, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Onida, SD. The town of Onida 
will commemorate its 125th anniver-
sary of its founding with celebrations 
August 7–10, 2008. 

Located in Sully County, Onida was 
founded in 1883 and was named after 
Oneida, New York, with the intentional 
misspelling. Since its beginning 125 
years ago, the community of Onida has 
continued to serve as a strong example 
of South Dakota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Onida on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF PIERRE, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Pierre, SD. The town of 
Pierre commemorated its 125th anni-
versary of its founding with celebra-
tions June 18–22, 2008. 

Located in Hughes County, Pierre 
was founded in 1883 and was named 
after Fort Pierre and Pierre Choteau 
Jr. of the American Fur Company. 
Since its beginning 125 years ago, the 
community of Pierre has continued to 
serve as a strong example of South Da-
kota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Pierre on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 
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125TH ANNIVERSARY OF ROSCOE, 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Roscoe, SD. The town of Ros-
coe will commemorate its 125th anni-
versary of its founding with celebra-
tions July 4–6, 2008. 

Located in Edmunds County, Roscoe 
was founded in 1883 and was named 
after Roscoe Conkling, who served as 
Senator of New York from 1867 to 1881. 
Since its beginning 125 years ago, the 
community of Roscoe has continued to 
serve as a strong example of South Da-
kota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Roscoe on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF TULARE, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Tulare, South Dakota. The 
town of Tulare commemorated its 
125th anniversary of its founding with 
celebrations June 20–22, 2008. 

Located in Spink County, Tulare was 
founded in 1883. Since its beginning 125 
years ago, the community of Tulare 
has continued to serve as a strong ex-
ample of South Dakota values and tra-
ditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Tulare on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF WILLO 
LAKE, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Willow Lake, SD. The town 
of Willow Lake commemorated its 
125th anniversary of its founding with 
celebrations July 4–6, 2008. 

Located in Clark County, Willow 
Lake was founded in 1883 and was 
named after the nearby lake, Willow 
Lake. 

Since its beginning 125 years ago, the 
community of Willow Lake has contin-
ued to serve as a strong example of 
South Dakota values and traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Willow Lake on 
this milestone anniversary and wish 
them continued prosperity in the years 
to come.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF WOLSEY, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Wolsey, SD. The town of Wol-
sey commemorated its 125th anniver-
sary of its founding with celebrations 
June 27–29, 2008. 

Located in Beadle County, Wolsey 
was founded in 1883. Since its beginning 
125 years ago, the community of Wol-
sey has continued to serve as a strong 
example of South Dakota values and 
traditions. 

I would like to offer my congratula-
tions to the citizens of Wolsey on this 
milestone anniversary and wish them 
continued prosperity in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mrs. Neiman, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and a withdrawal which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING RECESS 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 4, 2007, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on July 9, 2008, 
during the recess of the Senate, re-
ceived a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing that the 
Speaker has signed the following en-
rolled bill: 

H.R. 6304. An act to amend the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to estab-
lish a procedure for authorizing certain ac-
quisitions of foreign intelligence, and for 
other purposes. 

Under authority of the order of the 
Senate of January 4, 2007, the enrolled 
bill was subsequently signed by the 
Vice President during the recess of the 
Senate, on July 9, 2008. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

At 9:30 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

H.R. 802. An act to amend the Act to Pre-
vent Pollution from Ships to implement 
MARPOL Annex VI. 

H.R. 3721. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 1190 Lorena Road in Lorena, Texas, as the 
‘‘Marine Gunnery Sgt. John D. Fry Post Of-
fice Building’’. 

H.R. 3891. An act to amend the National 
Fish and Wildlife Foundation Establishment 
Act to increase the number of Directors on 
the Board of Directors of the National Fish 
and Wildlife Foundation. 

H.R. 4185. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 11151 Valley Boulevard in El Monte, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘Marisol Heredia Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 5168. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 

at 19101 Cortez Boulevard in Brooksville, 
Florida, as the ‘‘Cody Grater Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 5395. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 11001 Dunklin Drive in St. Louis, Mis-
souri, as the ‘‘William ‘Bill’ Clay Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 5479. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 117 North Kidd Street in Ionia, Michigan, 
as the ‘‘Alonzo Woodruff Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 5517. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 7231 FM 1960 in Humble, Texas, as the 
‘‘Texas Military Veterans Post Office’’. 

H.R. 5528. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 120 Commercial Street in Brockton, Mas-
sachusetts, as the ‘‘Rocky Marciano Post Of-
fice Building’’. 

The enrolled bills were subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. BYRD). 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 2:57 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 6331. An act to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to extend ex-
piring provisions under the Medicare Pro-
gram, to improve beneficiary access to pre-
ventive and mental health services, to en-
hance low-income benefit programs, and to 
maintain access to care in rural areas, in-
cluding pharmacy access, and for other pur-
poses. 

The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. BYRD). 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill, 
without amendment: 

S. 2607. An act to make a technical correc-
tion to section 3009 of the Deficit Reduction 
Act of 2005. 

The message further announced that 
the House has passed the following 
bills, in which it requests the concur-
rence of the Senate: 

H.R. 3329. An act to provide housing assist-
ance for very low-income veterans. 

H.R. 4174. An act to establish an inter-
agency committee to develop an ocean acidi-
fication research and monitoring plan and to 
establish an ocean acidification program 
within the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration. 

H.R. 4461. An act to promote and enhance 
the operation of local building code enforce-
ment administration across the country by 
establishing a competitive Federal matching 
grant program. 

H.R. 5541. An act to provide a supplemental 
funding source for catastrophic emergency 
wildland fire suppression activities on De-
partment of the Interior and National Forest 
System lands, to require the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture to 
develop a cohesive wildland fire management 
strategy, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5811. An act to amend title 44, United 
States Code, to require preservation of cer-
tain electronic records by Federal agencies, 
to require a certification and reports relat-
ing to Presidential records, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 6061. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
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at 219 East Main Street in West Frankfort, 
Illinois, as the ‘‘Kenneth James Gray Post 
Office Building’’. 

H.R. 6184. An act to provide for a program 
for circulating quarter dollar coins that are 
emblematic of a national park or other na-
tional site in each State, the District of Co-
lumbia, and each territory of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 6216. An act to improve the Operating 
Fund for public housing of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 6382. An act to make technical correc-
tions related to the Pension Protection Act 
of 2006, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con-
current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 375. Concurrent resolution to 
honor the goal of the International Year of 
Astronomy, and for other purposes. 

At 6:28 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, without amendment: 

S. 2967. An act to provide for certain Fed-
eral employee benefits to be continued for 
certain employees of the Senate Restaurants 
after operations of the Senate Restaurants 
are contracted to be performed by a private 
business concern, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House has passed the following bill, 
in which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 1286. An act to amend the National 
Trails System Act to designate the Wash-
ington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route 
National Historic Trail. 

The message also announced that the 
House disagrees to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3121) to re-
store the financial solvency of the na-
tional flood insurance program and to 
provide for such program to make 
available multiperil coverage for dam-
age resulting from windstorms and 
floods, and for other purposes, and re-
quests a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints the following 
Members as managers of the con-
ference on the part of the House: 

From the Committee on Financial 
Services, for consideration of the 
House bill and the Senate amendment, 
and modifications committed to con-
ference: Messrs. FRANK of Massachu-
setts, KANJORSKI, Ms. WATERS, Messrs. 
WATT, CLAY, KLEIN of Florida, 
MAHONEY of Florida, BACHUS, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, Mrs. CAPITO, Messrs. GARRETT 
of New Jersey, and PRICE of Georgia. 

From the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for consideration of section 
302 of the Senate amendment, and 
modifications committed to con-
ference: Messrs. DINGELL, BOUCHER, and 
BARTON of Texas. 

From the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for consider-
ation of sections 7 and 2 of the House 
bill, and sections 107, 119, and 301 of the 
Senate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Messrs. 
BRALEY of Iowa, and GRAVES. 

For consideration of sections 7 and 35 
of the House bill, and section 128 of the 
Senate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: Mr. TAYLOR. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 1286. An act to amend the National 
Trails System Act to designate the Wash-
ington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route 
National Historic Trail; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 3329. An act to provide housing assist-
ance for very low-income veterans; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

H.R. 4461. An act to promote and enhance 
the operation of local building code enforce-
ment administration across the country by 
establishing a competitive Federal matching 
grant program; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

H.R. 5541. An act to provide a supplemental 
funding source for catastrophic emergency 
wildland fire suppression activities on De-
partment of the Interior and National Forest 
System lands, to require the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture to 
develop a cohesive wildland fire management 
strategy, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 5811. An act to amend title 44, United 
States Code, to require preservation of cer-
tain electronic records by Federal agencies, 
to require a certification and reports relat-
ing to Presidential records, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

H.R. 6061. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 219 East Main Street in West Frankfort, 
Illinois, as the ‘‘Kenneth James Gray Post 
Office Building’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

H.R. 6184. An act to provide for a program 
for circulating quarter dollar coins that are 
emblematic of a national park or other na-
tional site in each State, the District of Co-
lumbia, and each territory of the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

H.R. 6216. An act to improve the Operating 
Fund for public housing of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

The following concurrent resolution 
was read, and referred as indicated: 

H. Con. Res. 375. Concurrent resolution to 
honor the goal of the International Year of 
Astronomy, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 4174. An act to establish an inter-
agency committee to develop an ocean acidi-
fication research and monitoring plan and to 
establish an ocean acidification program 
within the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration. 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communication was 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and was referred as indicated: 

EC–7089. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
the feasibility study that was undertaken to 
evaluate hurricane and storm damage reduc-
tion opportunities for Raritan Bay and 
Sandy Hook Bay, Union Beach, New Jersey; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
The following reports of committees 

were submitted: 
By Mr. LIEBERMAN, from the Committee 

on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute: 

S. 2606. A bill to reauthorize the United 
States Fire Administration, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 110–411). 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN, from the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, without amendment: 

S. 2291. A bill to enhance citizen access to 
Government information and services by es-
tablishing plain language as the standard 
style of Government documents issued to the 
public, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110– 
412). 

By Mrs. BOXER, from the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works, without 
amendment: 

S. 1499. A bill to amend the Clean Air Act 
to reduce air pollution from marine vessels 
(Rept. No. 110–413). 

By Mrs. BOXER, from the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works, with amend-
ments: 

S. 2844. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to modify provisions 
relating to beach monitoring, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 110–414). 

By Mr. DORGAN, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute: 

S. 462. A bill to approve the settlement of 
the water rights claims of the Shoshone-Pai-
ute Tribes of the Duck Valley Indian Res-
ervation in Nevada, to require the Secretary 
of the Interior to carry out the settlement, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110–415). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. SAND-
ERS, and Ms. MIKULSKI): 

S. 3237. A bill to assist volunteer fire com-
panies in coping with the precipitous rise in 
fuel prices; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON (for himself, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. TESTER, Mr. BARRASSO, 
Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. 
DORGAN, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. SALAZAR, 
and Mr. NELSON of Nebraska): 

S. 3238. A bill to prohibit the importation 
of ruminants and swine, and fresh and frozen 
meat and products of ruminants and swine, 
from Argentina until the Secretary of Agri-
culture certifies to Congress that every re-
gion of Argentina is free of foot and mouth 
disease without vaccination; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 
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By Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself, Mr. 

DODD, and Mr. MENENDEZ): 
S. 3239. A bill to prohibit the Secretary of 

the Interior from issuing new Federal oil and 
gas leases to holders of existing leases who 
do not diligently develop the land subject to 
the existing leases or relinquish the leases, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. SESSIONS (for himself, Mr. AL-
EXANDER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BARRASSO, 
and Mr. COCHRAN): 

S. 3240. A bill to promote energy produc-
tion and security in the United States, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself and 
Mr. NELSON of Florida): 

S. 3241. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1717 Orange Avenue in Fort Pierce, Florida, 
as the ‘‘CeeCee Ross Lyles Post Office Build-
ing’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mrs. LINCOLN (for herself and Mr. 
ROBERTS): 

S. 3242. A bill to suspend temporarily the 
duty on digital-to-analog converter boxes, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself and Mr. 
DEMINT): 

S. 3243. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow expenses relating 
to all home schools to be qualified education 
expenses for purposes of a Coverdell edu-
cation savings account; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. VITTER: 
S. 3244. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to expand the Coverdell 
education savings accounts to allow home 
school education expenses, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BIDEN (for himself, Mr. SPEC-
TER, Mr. CARDIN, and Mr. KERRY): 

S. 3245. A bill to increase public confidence 
in the justice system and address any unwar-
ranted racial and ethnic disparities in the 
criminal process; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Ms. 
SNOWE, and Ms. MIKULSKI): 

S. 3246. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow the Secretary of 
the Treasury to set the standard mileage 
rate for use of a passenger automobile for 
purposes of the charitable contributions de-
duction; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW): 

S. 3247. A bill to provide for the designa-
tion of the River Raisin National Battlefield 
Park in the State of Michigan; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself, Ms. 
COLLINS, and Ms. CANTWELL): 

S. 3248. A bill to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act to clarify the treatment of pur-
chases of certain commodity futures con-
tracts and financial instruments with re-
spect to limits established by the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission relat-
ing to excessive speculation, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Ms. 
SNOWE): 

S. 3249. A bill to restrict any State or local 
jurisdiction from imposing a new discrimina-
tory tax on mobile wireless communications 
services, providers, or property; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. CORNYN: 
S. 3250. A bill to disqualify any individual 

who engages in or is convicted of human 
smuggling from operating a commercial 
motor vehicle or holding a commercial driv-

er’s license and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself and Mr. 
GRASSLEY): 

S. 3251. A bill to amend the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act and the Trade Act of 1974 to 
authorize advance payments under the sup-
plemental revenue assistance program; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

By Mr. DODD (for himself, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. REED, Mr. TEST-
ER, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. AKAKA, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. KERRY, Mrs. 
CLINTON, Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 3252. A bill to amend the Consumer 
Credit Protection Act, to ban abusive credit 
practices, enhance consumer disclosures, 
protect underage consumers, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 
S. 3253. A bill to provide for the adminis-

tration of Port Chicago Naval Magazine Na-
tional Memorial as a unit of the National 
Park System, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 609 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. SALAZAR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 609, a bill to amend section 254 
of the Communications Act of 1934 to 
provide that funds received as uni-
versal service contributions and the 
universal service support programs es-
tablished pursuant to that section are 
not subject to certain provisions of 
title 31, United States Code, commonly 
known as the Antideficiency Act. 

S. 1689 
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1689, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to exclude 
from gross income amounts received on 
account of claims based on certain un-
lawful discrimination and to allow in-
come averaging for backpay and 
frontpay awards received on account of 
such claims, and for other purposes. 

S. 2204 

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. NELSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2204, a bill to assist wildlife popu-
lations and wildlife habitats in adapt-
ing to and surviving the effects of glob-
al warming, and for other purposes. 

S. 2630 

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2630, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to establish 
a Federal grant program to provide in-
creased health care coverage to and ac-
cess for uninsured and underinsured 
workers and families in the commer-
cial fishing industry, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2667 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 

MARTINEZ) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2667, a bill to direct the Attorney 
General to make an annual grant to 
the A Child Is Missing Alert and Recov-
ery Center to assist law enforcement 
agencies in the rapid recovery of miss-
ing children, and for other purposes. 

S. 2681 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

names of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) and the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BOND) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 2681, a bill to require the issuance of 
medals to recognize the dedication and 
valor of Native American code talkers. 

S. 2731 
At the request of Mrs. DOLE, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2731, a bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 to pro-
vide assistance to foreign countries to 
combat HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and 
malaria, and for other purposes. 

S. 2838 
At the request of Mr. MARTINEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2838, a bill to amend chapter 1 of title 
9 of United States Code with respect to 
arbitration. 

S. 2851 
At the request of Mr. BUNNING, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2851, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the 
penalty on the understatement of tax-
payer’s liability by tax return pre-
parers. 

S. 3089 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
SMITH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3089, a bill to designate certain land in 
the State of Oregon as wilderness, to 
provide for the exchange of certain 
Federal land and non-Federal land, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 3116 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3116, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to sta-
bilize and modernize the provision of 
partial hospitalization services under 
the Medicare program, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 3118 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3118, a bill to amend titles XVIII 
and XIX of the Social Security Act to 
preserve beneficiary access to care by 
preventing a reduction in the Medicare 
physician fee schedule, to improve the 
quality of care by advancing value 
based purchasing, electronic health 
records, and electronic prescribing, and 
to maintain and improve access to care 
in rural areas, and for other purposes. 

S. 3140 
At the request of Mr. WEBB, the name 

of the Senator from Montana (Mr. 
TESTER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
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3140, a bill to provide that 4 of the 12 
weeks of parental leave made available 
to a Federal employee shall be paid 
leave, and for other purposes. 

S. 3185 

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3185, a bill to provide for regula-
tion of certain transactions involving 
energy commodities, to strengthen the 
enforcement authorities of the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission under 
the Natural Gas Act and the Federal 
Power Act, and for other purposes. 

S. 3186 

At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the 
names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU), the Senator from 
Washington (Ms. CANTWELL), the Sen-
ator from New York (Mr. SCHUMER), 
the Senator from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), 
the Senator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), 
the Senator from Washington (Mrs. 
MURRAY), the Senator from Alaska 
(Ms. MURKOWSKI), the Senator from 
New York (Mrs. CLINTON), the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Mr. GREGG), the 
Senator from Indiana (Mr. LUGAR), the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mrs. 
DOLE), the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ), the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY), 
the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 
BINGAMAN) and the Senator from 
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3186, a bill to pro-
vide funding for the Low-Income Home 
Energy Assistance Program. 

S. 3214 

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 3214, a bill to provide for a program 
for circulating quarter dollar coins 
that are emblematic of a national park 
or other national site in each State, 
the District of Columbia, and each ter-
ritory of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 43 

At the request of Mr. WICKER, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S.J. 
Res. 43, a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to marriage. 

S. RES. 580 

At the request of Mr. BAYH, the 
names of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) and the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 580, a resolu-
tion expressing the sense of the Senate 
on preventing Iran from acquiring a 
nuclear weapons capability. 

S. RES. 602 

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, the name of the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. SUNUNU) was 
added as a cosponsor of S. Res. 602, a 
bill supporting the goals and ideals of 
‘‘National Life Insurance Awareness 
Month’’. 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. 
SANDERS, and Ms. MIKULSKI): 

S. 3237. A bill to assist volunteer fire 
companies in coping with the precipi-
tous rise in fuel prices; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce legislation, along 
with my colleagues Senator SANDERS 
and Senator MIKULSKI, that will pro-
vide immediate assistance to our Na-
tion’s volunteer firefighters who have 
been severely affected by the rising 
cost of gasoline and diesel fuel. This 
bill, the Supporting America’s Volun-
teer Emergency Services Act, or 
SAVES Act, will establish a new grant 
program at the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development to help quali-
fying volunteer fire companies cope 
with the strain that today’s gas and 
diesel prices have put on their already 
tight operating budgets. According to 
the United States Fire Administration, 
over 22,141 fire companies, 89 percent of 
all fire companies in the United States, 
are volunteer or majority volunteer 
companies. 39 percent of our country’s 
population, some 117 million people, re-
lies on these volunteer forces to pro-
tect their homes and businesses. In re-
cent months, I have heard from fire 
chiefs across Pennsylvania about the 
effect that high gas and diesel prices 
are having on their daily operations. 
Some have expressed serious concerns 
that fuel costs are preventing them 
from responding to emergency calls 
with the amount of equipment rec-
ommended by their National Fire Pro-
tection Association guidelines. This 
poses a serious risk to public safety. 
Congress has an obligation to address 
this issue, for we simply cannot afford 
to let high gas prices stand in the way 
of firefighters’ ability to provide local 
families and businesses with the help 
they need. 

I was lucky to have 6 fire chiefs from 
York County, Pennsylvania, on hand 
today to help me bring attention to 
this issue. These gentlemen, Deputy 
Chief Barry Emig of the York Area 
United Fire and Rescue, Deputy Chief 
Joe Madzelan of the Manchester Town-
ship Fire Services, Chief William Car-
lisle of the Fairview Township Fire De-
partment, Assistant Chief Trever 
Rentzel of the Manchester Union Fire 
Company, chief Tony Myers of the 
Shrewsbury Fire Department, and 
Chief John Senft of York City Fire and 
Rescue, have helped me and others un-
derstand the impact that high fuel 
prices have made on each of their de-
partments’ bottom line. I want to 
thank them for going above and beyond 
the call of duty to help me in this ef-
fort. 

The program created under the 
SAVES Act would set a baseline gas 
and diesel price using 2007 price data. 
Each year, volunteer companies that 

wished to participate would submit 
their annual fuel receipts. They would 
then be eligible to receive 75 percent of 
the difference between how much they 
paid for gas and diesel that year, and 
how much that same amount of fuel 
would have cost at 2007 prices. This 
straightforward, commonsense ap-
proach will help to ensure that volun-
teer fire companies do not have to re-
strain their response to emergency 
calls. 

I would like to thank my colleagues 
Senator SANDERS and Senator MIKUL-
SKI for agreeing to serve as original co-
sponsors of this important legislation. 
In addition, I appreciate the leadership 
of Congressman JASON ALTMIRE in of-
fering companion legislation in the 
House of Representatives. I hope that 
my colleagues in the Senate will join 
me in helping to pass the SAVES Act 
immediately so that our volunteer fire 
companies can receive some much- 
needed relief on their next trip to the 
pump. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3237 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Supporting 
America’s Volunteer Emergency Services 
Act of 2008’’. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) According to the Federal Emergency 

Management Administration, in 2006 there 
were— 

(A) 807,150 volunteer firefighters, nearly 73 
percent of all active firefighters; and 

(B) 19,915 all-volunteer fire companies na-
tionwide, servicing 22.6 percent of the popu-
lation of the United States and 4,105 compa-
nies comprised of a majority of volunteers, 
servicing 16.3 percent of the population of 
the United States. 

(2) These volunteer companies, especially 
those serving communities of fewer than 
5,000 residents, rely heavily upon fund-rais-
ing efforts and other potentially unreliable 
sources of funding for their basic operating 
expenses. 

(3) According to the Energy Information 
Administration, between June 2003 and June 
2008, the price of regular grade gasoline and 
diesel fuels rose 171 percent and 229 percent, 
respectively. 

(4) These rising costs represent an unavoid-
able burden, and have placed serious con-
straints on the ability of volunteer compa-
nies to respond to fire emergencies. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED VOLUNTEER 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘qualified volunteer 
fire department’’ has the same meaning 
given that term in section 150(e) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986. 
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On page S6561, July 10, 2008, in the first column, the following cosponsor request appears: S. 3233 At the request of Mr. Bingaman, the name of the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. Johnson) was added as a cosponsor of S. 3233, a bill to promote development of a 21st century energy system to increase United States competitiveness in the world energy technology marketplace, and for other purposes. The online version was corrected to remove this cosponsor request. 
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SEC. 4. GASOLINE AND DIESEL FUEL SUBSIDY 

PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF BASELINE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Housing 

and Urban Development shall, for calendar 
year 2007, determine for each of the 5 Petro-
leum Administration for Defense Districts 
the average annual price per gallon for— 

(A) gasoline; and 
(B) diesel fuel. 
(2) BASIS FOR PRICE PER GALLON.—The aver-

age annual price per gallon determined 
under paragraph (1) shall be based solely on 
data reported by the Energy Information Ad-
ministration. 

(3) BASELINE.—The price per gallon deter-
mined under paragraph (1) shall serve as the 
baseline fuel cost for each Petroleum Admin-
istration for Defense District. 

(b) PAYMENTS.— 
(1) SUBMISSION OF RECEIPTS.—At the end of 

each calendar year, each qualified volunteer 
fire department seeking reimbursement 
under this section shall submit to the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
all of its receipts and bills of sales docu-
menting the amounts of gasoline and diesel 
fuel purchased by such department during 
that calendar year. Each department shall 
also provide a sum total of the— 

(A) aggregate number of gallons of gasoline 
and diesel fuel purchased by the department 
during that calendar year; and 

(B) costs of purchasing such gasoline and 
diesel fuel. 

(2) DETERMINATION OF SUBSIDY AMOUNTS.— 
The Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment shall reimburse a qualified volunteer 
fire department for 75 percent of the dif-
ference between— 

(A) the actual expenditures of the depart-
ment for gasoline and diesel fuel for a cal-
endar year as determined under paragraph 
(1); and 

(B) the amount that such expenditures 
would have cost had the department deter-
mined such expenditures utilizing the base-
line fuels costs determined under subsection 
(a). 

(3) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO STATES SALES 
TAX.—If the State in which a qualified volun-
teer fire department is located does not 
charge local or State fuel taxes on such de-
partments when such departments purchase 
gasoline or diesel fuel, the amount of such 
omitted sales tax shall be added back in to 
any determination made under paragraph 
(2)(A). 

(c) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall promulgate such regulations as 
may be necessary to implement and admin-
ister the grant and subsidy programs author-
ized by this section. 
SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as are necessary to carry out this 
Act. 

By Mr. JOHNSON (for himself, 
Mr. ENZI, Mr. TESTER, Mr. 
BARRASSO, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
DOMENICI, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. AL-
LARD, Mr. SALAZAR, and Mr. 
NELSON of Nebraska): 

S. 3238. A bill to prohibit the impor-
tation of ruminants and swine, and 
fresh and frozen meat and products of 
ruminants and swine, from Argentina 
until the Secretary of Agriculture cer-
tifies to Congress that every region of 
Argentina is free of foot and mouth dis-
ease without vaccination; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I come 
before the Senate today to discuss a 
critically important issue to the live-
stock industry in South Dakota and 
across the United States, that being 
the United States Department of Agri-
culture’s, USDA, proposal to region-
alize Argentina for Foot-and-Mouth 
Disease, or FMD. FMD is a highly con-
tagious and airborne disease affecting 
ruminants and swine. The disease is so 
destructive that FMD is considered to 
be the most economically devastating 
of all livestock diseases, according to 
the American Veterinary Medical Asso-
ciation. An outbreak in Great Britain 
in 2001, for example, cost the economy 
nearly $20 billion and led to the slaugh-
ter of over 6 million animals. It is with 
concern for the health and viability of 
our domestic cattle, sheep, and swine 
farmers and ranchers that Senator 
ENZI joins me today in introducing leg-
islation to stop this fundamentally 
flawed proposal. 

This legislation enjoys significant or-
ganizational support from our live-
stock sector, including the American 
Sheep Industry Association, the South 
Dakota Cattlemen’s Association, R– 
CALF, the South Dakota Stockgrowers 
Association, the U.S. Cattlemen’s As-
sociation, the National Farmers Union, 
the Western Organization of Resource 
Councils, and Dakota Rural Action. As 
a highly credible scientific and veteri-
nary entity, a poll was take within the 
National Assembly of State Animal 
Health Officials, NASAHO, and an 
overwhelming majority of respondents 
are opposed to regionalization of Ar-
gentina for FMB. Our South Dakota 
State Veterinarian and the President 
of NASAHO, Dr, Sam Holland, has been 
invaluable during this process and I 
thank him for his guidance and exten-
sive expertise on this issue. The major-
ity of veterinarians within NASAHO 
oppose regionalizing for FMD for a va-
riety of reasons, and Dr. Holland re-
layed the following causes of concern 
from State veterinarians for USDA’s 
proposed rule: Economic benefits do 
not justify the tremendous risk. Inabil-
ity to effectively monitor risk. Re-
sources, biosecurity, and experience in 
monitoring freedom are inadequate. 
Regionalization for one of the world’s 
most highly contagious virus disease, 
FMD, is much more complicated than 
regionalization for tuberculosis, bru-
cellosis and many other diseases. FMD 
virus is not only arguably the most 
contagious virus known for animals, 
but also is particularly resilient in the 
environment and may persist in 
fomites and be transmitted by such 
through aerosol or contact. Argentina 
has not experienced an extended time-
frame of several years of FMD freedom. 

This bill would prohibit the importa-
tion of ruminants and swine and fresh 
or frozen ruminant and pork products 
from any region of Argentina until the 
United States Department of Agri-
culture can certify to Congress that 
Argentina is free of Foot and Mouth 
Disease without vaccination. While re-

gionalization may be a viable option 
for other livestock diseases, the ex-
tremely contagious nature and signifi-
cant economic impact of FMD dictates 
that we must treat countries as a 
whole, and that a country must dem-
onstrate its ability to remain free of 
FMD. While the USDA is moving to set 
a precedent with this rule regarding its 
protocol for FMD, this bill is a com-
mon sense response that USDA’s pro-
posal is simply not good policy for 
American ranchers and farmers and for 
our domestic livestock herds. 

Mr. ENZI. To my friend from South 
Dakota, I ask whether this legislation 
would interfere with the current status 
of trade with product from countries 
with a presence of FMD? 

Mr. JOHNSON. My friend from Wyo-
ming raises an excellent question and 
I’m pleased to answer it. It is not our 
intention or the effect of this bill to 
disrupt the status quo, and our legisla-
tion would leave the current state of 
trade intact. Our Code of Federal Regu-
lations allows for the importation of 
certain dried, cured or cooked product 
from countries with a known presence 
of FMD. This bill will only prohibit 
product that poses a risk for disease 
transmission, including fresh, chilled 
or frozen, product or live animals. 

Mr. ENZI. Another point of clarifica-
tion would be why it is necessary to 
specify that no product or live animals 
should be imported until Argentina is 
free of FMD without vaccination. Can 
the Senator from South Dakota also 
discuss the intention of that pre-
requisite? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Johnson-Enzi bill 
mandates that Argentina’s FMD-free 
status must be achieved without vac-
cination. This is the acceptable stand-
ard for trade and also ensures that the 
disease is truly eradicated from the 
herd, and not suppressed or hidden. 
While this one region in Argentina is 
thought to be FMD free, this one re-
gion within Argentina and Argentina 
as a whole is surrounded by the pres-
ence of FMD, while the United States 
has been free of FMD since 1929 and is 
free of FMD without vaccination. Addi-
tionally, the United States shares bor-
ders with our FMD-free neighbors, who 
are certified as free without vaccina-
tion. 

As discussed by NASAHO, Argentina 
has, quite simply, failed to remain free 
of FMD for any length of time, which is 
a basic component to proving the con-
tinuity and adequacy of Argentina’s in-
frastructure. As recently as 2001, Ar-
gentina experienced an FMD outbreak 
that it failed to report for months. 
This raises serious questions about Ar-
gentina’s approach to communication 
about this disease in the future, and I 
don’t feel that these questions have 
been adequately answered at this time. 

I thank Senator ENZI and the organi-
zations who have dedicated their time 
and support for this measure, and I will 
continue to work with my colleague 
from Wyoming in the best interest of 
our American farmers and ranchers. 
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Mr. ENZI. I am pleased to support 

this bill with my colleague from South 
Dakota. My friend has done an excel-
lent job of explaining how this legisla-
tion is an important safeguard for our 
livestock producers, and I would like to 
add a few comments about the contin-
ued need for vigilance when it comes to 
animal health threats. A wide range of 
veterinary professionals and livestock 
producers recognize the threat that 
Foot-and-Mouth Disease poses to the 
U.S. livestock industry. If the United 
States is to continue producing and 
selling the highest quality meat prod-
ucts in the world, our country must be 
free of the most dangerous ailments 
that affect the livestock which enter 
the market. 

The economic threat Foot-and-Mouth 
Disease poses to our country cannot be 
underestimated. Disease outbreaks 
threaten the livelihood of our nation’s 
ranchers and undermine foreign mar-
kets for our meat products. One can 
only look to the economic damage 
Foot-and-Mouth Disease caused to 
Britain in 2001 to gauge how significant 
this threat is to the United States. The 
highly contagious nature of this dis-
ease and the growing international 
trade of livestock equate the regional-
ization of Foot-and-Mouth Disease in 
Argentina to mixing fire with gasoline. 
I am glad that my colleague mentioned 
how Foot-and-Mouth Disease is unique 
and that regionalization would not 
work with this disease as it has with 
other animal ailments. 

Our cattle, sheep, and swine already 
face a number of animal health chal-
lenges and now is not the time to open 
up our country to new diseases. Requir-
ing Argentina to be FMD free without 
using vaccination is not asking too 
much. This is the same condition the 
United States and our neighbors al-
ready operate under in the trade of 
livestock. This bill, respected by a 
large number of state veterinary offi-
cials, recognizes this threat and en-
sures that the proper safeguards re-
main in place to prevent Foot-and- 
Mouth Disease from reaching our 
shores. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill and let-
ters of support be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be placed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3238 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Foot and 
Mouth Disease Prevention Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 2. PROHIBITION ON IMPORTATION OF AR-

GENTINE RUMINANTS AND SWINE 
UNTIL ARGENTINA IS FREE OF FOOT 
AND MOUTH DISEASE WITHOUT VAC-
CINATION. 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall prohibit 
the importation into the United States of 
any ruminant or swine, or any fresh (includ-
ing chilled or frozen) meat or product of any 
ruminant or swine, that is born, raised, or 

slaughtered in Argentina until the Secretary 
certifies to Congress that every region of Ar-
gentina is free of foot and mouth disease 
without vaccination. 

JULY 7, 2008. 
Hon. TIM JOHNSON, 
Senate Committee on Banking, Housing and 

Urban Affairs, Washington, DC. 
Hon. MIKE ENZI, 
Senate Committee on Banking, Housing and 

Urban Affairs, Washington, DC. 
DEAR SENATORS JOHNSON AND ENZI: The 

American Sheep Industry Association, (ASI) 
on behalf of the 70,000 farm and ranch fami-
lies producing lamb and wool in the United 
States, strongly supports your legislation re-
garding sheep and meat imports from Argen-
tina. 

This legislation is absolutely critical to 
the future of a healthy sheep industry in 
America. 

In fact, the proposal to regionalize trade in 
live sheep and sheep meat drove industry 
concerns and questions about the trade and 
disease risks to point that this is a top issue 
of the state and national associations of the 
sheep industry. 

We commit our support for approval of this 
legislation and commend your leadership in 
addressing appropriate livestock and meat 
trade standards on behalf of the nation’s 
livestock industry. 

Sincerely, 
BURDELL JOHNSON, 

ASI President. 

UNITED STATES CATTLEMEN’S ASSOCIATION 
P.O. BOX 339—SAN LUCAS, CA 93954 

USCA (July 10, 2008)—The U.S. Cattlemen’s 
Association (USCA) today hailed the intro-
duction of legislation in the U.S. Senate that 
would block meat shipments from Argentina 
until that country is free of Foot and Mouth 
Disease (FMD), an airborne livestock disease 
that is devastating to livestock production. 

Senator Tim Johnson (D-SD) and Senator 
Mike Enzi (R–WY) introduced the Foot and 
Mouth Disease Prevention Act of 2008, which 
would add common sense to a proposal by 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) 
that would allow importation of Argentine 
fresh and prepackaged beef, lamb and other 
meat from select regions of Argentina, as 
well as live animals. 

‘‘Cattlemen from across the country appre-
ciate Senator Johnson and Senator Enzi 
along with the other co-sponsors of this im-
portant legislation,’’ said Jon Wooster, a 
California rancher and USCA president. 
‘‘We’re calling it the ‘Keep America FMD- 
Free bill’.’’ 

Wooster explained that an outbreak of 
FMD within the U.S. cattle industry would 
bring livestock commerce to a standstill 
overnight and would likely result in the de-
population of millions of cattle, hogs, lambs, 
goats and wildlife. 

The American Veterinary Medical Associa-
tion has deemed FMD the most economically 
devastating of all livestock disease. A recent 
study by Kansas State University found that 
an outbreak of FMD would cost the State of 
Kansas alone nearly $1 billion. 

‘‘Despite the risks, the Department of Ag-
riculture continues to consider the imple-
mentation of a regionalized beef trade plan 
with Argentina,’’ noted Wooster. ‘‘FMD is an 
airborne disease that will not stop at an 
imaginary border controlled by a foreign na-
tion. Argentina has proven time and time 
again that it does not have America’s best 
interests at heart. This is a country that has 
attacked U.S. agriculture in the World Trade 
Organization (WTO) and has intentionally 
turned its back on, and still refuses to pay, 
billions in U.S. loans despite U.S. court judg-
ments mandating it do so.’’ . 

Senators Tim Johnson (D–SD) and Mike 
Enzi (R–WY) along with Senators Jon Tester 
(D–MT), John Barrasso (R–WY), Claire 
McCaskill (D–MO), Pete Domenici (R–NM), 
Byron Dorgan (D–ND), Ken Salazar (D–CO), 
and Wayne Allard (R–CO) are co-sponsors of 
the Foot and Mouth Disease Prevention Act 
of 2008. USCA has worked diligently to main-
tain import standards that will keep the U.S. 
cattle industry on the offensive rather than 
the defensive when it comes to controlling 
the introduction of foreign animal disease 
into the U.S. 

‘‘We will continue to work on moving this 
bill forward by adding co-sponsors and gar-
nering support both on Capitol Hill and in 
the country. USCA is firmly resolved to en-
suring the U.S. cattle industry is protected 
by the highest import standards possible, 
and to seeing that the ‘Keep America FMD- 
Free’ bill becomes law,’’ said Wooster. 

NATIONAL FARMERS UNION, 
Washington, DC, July 10, 2008. 

Hon. TIM JOHNSON, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR JOHNSON: On behalf of the 
family farmers, ranchers and rural residents 
of National Farmers Union (NFU), I write in 
strong support of your legislation to prohibit 
the importation of Argentine ruminants, 
swine, fresh and frozen meat, and products 
from ruminants and swine until the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture (USDA) Secretary 
certifies the country Foot and Mouth Dis-
ease (FMD) free. I applaud your leadership to 
ensure all measures are employed to protect 
the American livestock industry and con-
sumer confidence in our meat supply. 

The ban proposed in your legislation is 
necessary in order to prevent jeopardizing 
our own efforts to eradicate livestock dis-
eases, and thereby protecting the food sup-
ply. Your legislation enhances food safety 
through requiring every region of Argentina 
to be FMD-free without vaccination before 
exporting ruminants, swine and meat prod-
ucts to the United States. 

FMD is a highly infectious virus that, if in-
troduced into the United States, could con-
taminate entire herds and leave producers in 
financial ruin, as infected herds must be 
culled to prevent the spread of the disease. 
FMD is so devastating the American Veteri-
nary Medical Association considers it to be 
the most economically destructive of all 
livestock diseases. The United States suf-
fered nine outbreaks of FMD in the early 
twentieth century, but has been FMD-free 
since 1929. According to USDA’s Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, the eco-
nomic impacts of a re-occurrence of FMD in 
the United States could cost the economy 
billions of dollars in the first year alone. 

America’s family farmers and ranchers 
produce the safest, most abundant food sup-
ply in the world. FMD presents a very real 
threat to American agriculture and its intro-
duction into the United States can and must 
be prevented. Requiring a country like Ar-
gentina, with such an apparent problem with 
this devastating disease, to prove FMD-free 
status is an acceptable standard to trade. 
Opening our borders to Argentine ruminant 
products is a risk that American producers 
simply cannot afford. Your legislation is 
needed to ensure harmful products are not 
allowed into the United States and that Ar-
gentina is not an exception to the rule. 

I thank you for introducing this important 
legislation, and look forward to working 
with you to ensure its passage. 

Sincerely, 
TOM BUIS, 

President, National Farmers Union. 
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R-CALF UNITED STOCKGROWERS 

OF AMERICA, 
Billings, MT, July 3, 2008. 

Hon. TIM JOHNSON, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR JOHNSON, On behalf of the 
thousands of cattle-producing members of R- 
CALF USA located throughout the United 
States, we greatly appreciate and strongly 
support your legislation to prohibit the im-
portation of certain animals and animal 
products from Argentina until every region 
of Argentina is free of foot and mouth dis-
ease without vaccination. 

Foot and mouth disease (FMD) is recog-
nized internationally as one of the most con-
tagious diseases of cloven-hoofed animals 
and it bears the potential to cause severe 
economic losses to U.S. cattle producers. 
Your legislation recognizes that the most ef-
fective prevention measure against this 
highly contagious disease is to ensure that it 
is not imported into the United States from 
countries where FMD is known to exist or 
was recently detected. 

R-CALF USA stands ready to assist you in 
building both industry and congressional 
support for this important, disease-preven-
tion measure. Thank you for initiating this 
needed legislation to protect the U.S. cattle 
industry from the unnecessary and poten-
tially dangerous exposure to FMD from Ar-
gentinean imports. 

Sincerely, 
R.M. THORNSBERRY, 

President, R-CALF USA Board of Directors. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
CATTLEMEN’S ASSOCIATION, 

Pierre, SD, July 10, 2008. 
Senator TIM JOHNSON, 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC 
Senator MIKE ENZI, 
Russell Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS JOHNSON AND ENZI: I am 
writing on behalf of the 1,000 beef producer 
members of the South Dakota Cattlemen’s 
Association (SDCA) to express support for 
the Foot and Mouth Disease Prevention Act 
of 2008. SDCA supports free and fair trade 
based on OIE standards that will protect the 
health of our cattle herd and the economic 
livelihood of our cattlemen. 

Our top trade priority is to regain market 
access for U.S. beef in order to recapture the 
lost value of exports that occurred after the 
occurrence of BSE in 2003. To that end, we’ve 
worked closely with elected and regulatory 
officials to ensure adequate measures are 
taken to protect our herd health and main-
tain consumer confidence in U.S. beef. 

In light of numerous unanswered questions 
regarding the status of Foot and Mouth Dis-
ease in Argentina, we believe passage of the 
Foot and Mouth Disease Prevention Act is 
critical to ensure this devastating disease 
doesn’t enter the U.S. cattle herd through 
the importation of Argentine cattle and beef 
products. We commend your willingness to 
stand up for South Dakota’s beef producers 
and look forward to working with you on 
this important issue. 

Regards, 
JODIE HICKMAN, 

Executive Director. 

SOUTH DAKOTA FARMERS UNION, 
Huron, South Dakota, July 9, 2008. 

Hon. TIM JOHNSON, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR JOHNSON: On behalf of the 
family farmers and ranchers of the South 
Dakota Farmers Union (SDFU), I write to 
express support of your legislation The Foot 

and Mouth Disease Prevention Act of 2008 to 
require the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) to prevent the importation of live-
stock from Argentina until the USDA can 
certify that Argentina is free of Foot and 
Mouth Disease (FMD) without vaccination. 

As you know, the possibility of the import-
ing live animals and fresh meat with FMD 
would put our herds at risk and cause an eco-
nomic hardship for our producers. The devas-
tation that FMD can cause was seen first 
hand in England in 2001. SDFU fears that a 
similar situation would have severe eco-
nomic consequences not only for producers 
in our state but nationwide. Your legislation 
is a proactive measure that will insure that 
this does not occur. As a result, until USDA 
certifies that Argentina is free of FMD, the 
importation of live stock and meat product 
should not be allowed. We owe it to both pro-
ducers and consumers to protect their live-
stock herd and provide a safe food product. 

SDFU fully supports your legislation to re-
quire USDA to certify Argentina free of 
FMD. I look forward to working with you 
and your colleagues for a quick passage of 
this important legislation to help protect 
American livestock producers and con-
sumers. 

Sincerely, 
DOUG SOMBKE, 

President. 

By Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself, 
Mr. DODD, and Mr. MENENDEZ): 

S. 3239. A bill to prohibit the Sec-
retary of the Interior from issuing new 
Federal oil and gas leases to holders of 
existing leases who do not diligently 
develop the land subject to the existing 
leases or relinquish the leases, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I 
would like to talk about the strong 
concerns I am hearing back home 
about gas and diesel prices and about a 
bill I am introducing today in response 
to those concerns. 

We all know that over the past 12 
months, the price of a gallon of gas has 
risen over a dollar, from around $3 last 
year to over $4 today. Diesel has in-
creased from $2.91 a year ago to $4.72 
per gallon today. 

At the listening sessions I hold in 
every county of my State each year, 
Wisconsinites are, of course, talking 
about how those soaring oil prices are 
hurting their pocketbooks. And it is 
not just at the pump. They are feeling 
the pain also at the grocery store, on 
the farm, and at the ticket counter. 
Those high fuel prices are having a rip-
pling effect throughout our entire 
economy. Wisconsinites, like Ameri-
cans all around the country, are feeling 
squeezed. With no relief in sight, the 
anxiety and tension keep building. 
Americans are emotionally, physically, 
and financially drained. My colleague 
from Minnesota, Senator KLOBUCHAR, 
had it right when she stated that 
Americans are running on empty. 

Here is what I am hearing from Wis-
consinites. One constituent told me: 

I have done everything I can to use as lit-
tle gas as possible, even before prices got so 
high. My two-parent family (with two chil-
dren) has only one car. I ride my bicycle or 
walk to work and use the car as little as pos-
sible. However, the rising cost of fuel is caus-

ing higher prices for food and other neces-
sities which are becoming more difficult for 
my family and others. 

From another parent: 
I have an adorable child I am trying to 

raise on a budget that no longer reaches 
from paycheck to paycheck. I currently 
work an hour away from where I live as the 
jobs are not available in [my] area. Between 
the rising price of gas, electric/heat and food, 
my husband and I can barely pay our mort-
gage. 

I have heard from many others who 
are struggling as they care for elderly 
parents. One lady has a mother in a 
nursing home, and she used to visit her 
three times a week. However, with the 
nursing home 20 miles away and high 
fuel prices, now she can only afford to 
visit her mother once a week. That, to 
me, is a very poignant example—one of 
so many examples—of the real human 
impact these gas prices have. 

Even those who have managed their 
money well and have saved are strug-
gling. One constituent commented that 
he had planned to put extra money to-
ward retirement and pay down debt. 
With the high fuel prices, he does not 
have any extra money and is worried 
that he will end up on government as-
sistance at the age of 57. 

There are more letters and more e- 
mails and more phone calls. The high 
cost of driving affects all kinds of peo-
ple and livelihoods. It affects kids 
whose parents cannot drive them 
across town to a friend’s house or to 
soccer practice because they have to 
conserve gas to get to work. It affects 
young students and senior citizens who 
are on fixed incomes. Small businesses 
are finding they need to increase prices 
to cover increased transportation 
costs. Farmers are, of course, feeling 
the pinch in one way or another, 
whether it be fertilizer or fuel or trans-
portation or feed for livestock and 
dairy farmers. 

All over the country, people have re-
sorted to alternative forms of transpor-
tation in an effort to escape these 
costs. There is a range of positive pro-
posals to improve systems in Wisconsin 
from the Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee 
commuter rail, extending Amtrak to 
Madison, or just adding buses or 
routes. While I strongly support long- 
term plans to invest in mass transit, I 
also recognize that at least for the 
time being in many parts of Wisconsin 
and in this country, it is unrealistic for 
many to rely on mass transportation. 
Commuting to work, be it across a 
large city or between two towns, is a 
gas- and dollar-guzzling task that 
many people cannot avoid or, increas-
ingly, afford. 

For the large number of Americans 
living in predominantly rural areas, 
this is especially challenging due to 
the typically longer trips and fewer 
transportation options. So Wisconsin-
ites want to know: When is the Federal 
Government going to provide some re-
lief? 

With my support, Congress has made 
some progress. Last December we en-
acted energy legislation, H.R. 6, that 
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raises corporate average fuel economy 
standards for vehicles while protecting 
American jobs. It also increases the re-
quirement for alternative fuels from 8.5 
billion gallons in 2008 to 36 billion gal-
lons in 2022. I also recently cosponsored 
an amendment to make the Federal 
Government stop filling the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve, which is 97 percent 
full. Fortunately, Congress passed this 
legislation, and the administration fi-
nally agreed to stop taking oil off the 
market to store it underground. The 
bill, H.R. 6022, was signed into law in 
May. 

We also made some progress in pre-
venting market manipulation. I co-
sponsored the Oil and Gas Traders 
Oversight Act, S. 577, which would help 
ensure that the previously unregulated 
trading commodities are subject to 
greater Federal oversight by requiring 
the reporting of trades, and then a 
similar provision was included in the 
final version of the farm bill which was 
recently enacted. 

These are positive steps, but much 
more needs to be done. So today I am 
introducing legislation that seeks to 
answer a question more and more 
Americans are asking, which is: Why 
aren’t the oil companies developing 66 
million acres of land that they are al-
ready leasing from the U.S. Govern-
ment? Those same companies, and 
some of my colleagues, say we need to 
open more Federal lands to drilling. 
Well, I guess I would like to know then 
why the oil companies are not pro-
ducing on most of the Federal lands 
they already have under lease. 

At a recent Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee hearing, I actually had the 
chance to ask the top five oil execu-
tives in the country just that question, 
and it was incredible. They couldn’t 
come up with any good explanation at 
all. In fact, one of the executives told 
me they have the manpower and the in-
frastructure to put all of their existing 
leases of Federal lands into oil produc-
tion. 

I find this troubling. No one is talk-
ing about pulling oil out of a hat, but 
with 75 percent of currently leased Fed-
eral lands and waters not producing oil 
and gas, Congress needs to insist on 
some accountability on this point. This 
is why today I am introducing the Re-
sponsible Federal Oil and Gas Lease 
Act. This bill says if oil and gas compa-
nies want to lease additional lands, 
they must either be producing or dili-
gently developing their existing Fed-
eral leases, or they have to give up 
those leases. This way, if a company 
makes the business decision to termi-
nate or not pursue exploration, then 
the lease will be made available to 
other companies who might actually 
drill or figure out a way to get some oil 
out of this land. This is a responsible 
way to increase production and keep 
the private sector accountable for pro-
duction. 

So with over 100 billion barrels of oil 
under Federal lands and waters that 
are being leased or are available for 

leasing, Congress must properly en-
courage their development, and oil 
companies should use the land they al-
ready have before coming to Congress, 
hat in hand, asking for more land. 

This bill is similar to legislation in-
troduced by Representative RAHALL 
which the House considered last 
month. I will work to make sure the 
Senate follows their lead. I am also co-
sponsoring a bill introduced by my col-
league who is on the Senate floor, my 
good friend Senator DODD, that encour-
ages oil companies to utilize the land 
they have been granted by making 
them pay fees on land under lease but 
not in production. 

There are a number of other steps 
Congress should take, including ad-
dressing the role of excess speculation 
in the energy futures market and 
clamping down on OPEC’s price fixing. 
I am a cosponsor of S. 879, which would 
authorize the Justice Department and 
the FTC to sue foreign countries under 
U.S. antitrust law for limiting the sup-
ply or fixing the price of oil. Also, of 
course, we need to aggressively pursue 
alternative fuels, efficiency, and re-
newable energy because the facts show 
that even if we drilled every corner of 
the country, and offshore too, that 
wouldn’t solve our energy problems. 

In the long term, the Government’s 
Energy Information Administration re-
ports that opening more Outer Conti-
nental Shelf regions to drilling ‘‘would 
not have a significant impact on do-
mestic crude and natural oil gas pro-
duction or prices before 2030,’’ nor will 
it significantly affect prices after 2030, 
the agency reports, ‘‘because oil prices 
are determined on the international 
market.’’ In short, the facts are telling 
us that we simply cannot just drill our 
way out of this, and more drilling does 
not necessarily mean lower prices at 
the pump. 

Unfortunately, a minority of Sen-
ators have repeatedly blocked efforts 
to expand renewables and address price 
gouging and excess energy market 
speculation. I sincerely hope we can 
get beyond this partisan bickering. My 
constituents don’t want finger-pointing 
or name calling; they want some relief, 
and they deserve it. They also deserve 
to know that we are pressing forward 
on plans that embrace a new energy fu-
ture. 

Thirty years ago, our Nation was rat-
tled by our reliance on oil. If I am still 
here in 30 years, for the sake of my 
constituents, I hope we will have suc-
ceeded at diversifying our energy uses 
and oil does not still have a strangle-
hold over our citizens and the econ-
omy. 

By Mr. BIDEN (for himself, Mr. 
SPECTER, Mr. CARDIN, and Mr. 
KERRY): 

S. 3245. A bill to increase public con-
fidence in the justice system and ad-
dress any unwarranted racial and eth-
nic disparities in the criminal process; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, the Con-
stitution guarantees all Americans the 

right to the equal protection of the 
law. Nowhere is the guarantee of equal 
protection more important than in our 
criminal justice system. In a criminal 
justice system that imprisons a record 
2.3 million, even the perception of bias 
on the basis of race, ethnicity, or any 
other protected class is unacceptable 
and should be guarded against at all 
costs. 

Unfortunately, studies, reports, and 
case law from the last several years 
have documented racial disparities 
during many of the stages of the crimi-
nal justice system—law enforcement 
contact with a suspect, arrest, charg-
ing, plea bargaining, jury selection, 
and sentencing. Nowhere are the ef-
fects of these racial disparities more 
evident than in our prisons. By some 
estimates, nearly three-quarters of 
prisoners in the United States are ei-
ther African-American or Hispanic. 
One of every three African-American 
men born today can expect to go to 
prison in his lifetime. These numbers, 
and studies and reports that show simi-
lar disparities during other stages of 
the criminal justice process, engender 
a crisis of public trust in the integrity 
of our criminal justice system and 
raise the possibility that we are failing 
to make good on the constitutional 
promise of equal protection. 

Both the reality and the perception 
of inappropriate disparate treatment of 
minorities in the justice system erode 
respect for the law and undermine pub-
lic safety. 

Communities become increasingly re-
luctant to report crimes to and cooper-
ate with police and prosecutors. They 
become reluctant to participate in ju-
ries and, when they do participate, to 
vote for conviction where the defend-
ant is a minority. To fulfill the prom-
ise of the Constitution, and to effec-
tively fight crime and deliver impartial 
justice, it is essential to identify and 
address unjustified disparities in the 
criminal justice system. 

The Justice Integrity Act establishes 
a pilot program within the Justice De-
partment to identify and eliminate un-
justified disparities in the administra-
tion of justice. Ten U.S. Attorneys des-
ignated by the Attorney General will 
each appoint and chair an advisory 
group, composed of Federal and State 
prosecutors and defenders, private de-
fense counsel, Federal and State 
judges, correctional officers, victims’ 
rights representatives, Civil Rights or-
ganizations, business representatives 
and faith-based organizations engaged 
in criminal justice work. 

The advisory group will systemati-
cally gather and examine data regard-
ing the criminal process in its district 
and seek to determine the causes of 
any racial or ethnic disparity. The ad-
visory group will produce a report on 
its findings and recommend a plan to 
reduce any unwarranted racial and eth-
nic disparities and thereby increase 
public confidence in the criminal jus-
tice system. The U.S. Attorney will 
consider the advisory group’s rec-
ommendations and adopt a plan and 
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submit a report to the Attorney Gen-
eral. At the end of the pilot program, 
the Attorney General will produce a 
comprehensive report to Congress on 
the results of the pilot program in all 
ten districts and recommend best-prac-
tices. 

The Justice Integrity Act has been 
endorsed by the National Criminal Jus-
tice Association, The Sentencing 
Project, the American Bar Association, 
and a number of former United States 
Attorneys. I am proud to introduce 
this important bill with the support of 
my colleagues and friends—Senators 
ARLEN SPECTER, JOHN KERRY, and BEN 
CARDIN. We urge other members to join 
us. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be placed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3245 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Justice In-
tegrity Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 
(1) the pursuit of justice requires the fair 

application of the law; 
(2) racial and ethnic disparities in the 

criminal process have contributed to a grow-
ing perception of bias in the criminal justice 
system; 

(3) there are a variety of possible causes of 
disparities in criminal justice statistics 
among racial and ethnic groups and these 
causes may differ throughout the United 
States, including factors such as— 

(A) varying levels of criminal activity 
among racial and ethnic groups and legiti-
mate law enforcement response to that 
criminal activity; and 

(B) racial discrimination, ethnic and cul-
tural insensitivity, or unconscious bias; 

(4) the Nation would benefit from an under-
standing of all factors causing a disparate 
impact on the criminal justice system; and 

(5) programs that promote fairness will in-
crease public confidence in the criminal jus-
tice system, increase public safety, and fur-
ther the pursuit of justice. 
SEC. 3. PILOT PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General shall establish a pilot pro-
gram in 10 United States districts in order to 
promote fairness, and the perception of fair-
ness, in the Federal criminal justice system, 
and to determine whether legislation is re-
quired. 

(b) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) U.S. ATTORNEYS.—The Attorney General 

shall designate, in accordance with para-
graph (3), 10 United States Attorneys who 
shall each implement a plan in accordance 
with section 4, beginning not later than 1 
month after those United states Attorneys 
are designated by the Attorney General. 

(2) PURPOSE.—The purposes of the plans re-
quired by this section are— 

(A) to gather racial and ethnic data on in-
vestigations and prosecutions in the United 
States districts and the causes of disparities, 
if any; 

(B) to determine the extent to which the 
communities’ perception of bias has affected 
confidence in the Federal criminal justice 
system; 

(C) to analyze whether measures may be 
taken to reduce unwarranted disparities, if 
any, and increase confidence in the criminal 
justice system; and 

(D) to make recommendations, to the ex-
tent possible, to ensure that law enforce-
ment priorities and initiatives, charging and 
plea bargaining decisions, sentencing rec-
ommendations, and other steps within the 
criminal process are not influenced by racial 
and ethnic stereotyping or bias, and do not 
produce unwarranted disparities from other-
wise neutral laws or policies. 

(3) CRITERIA FOR SELECTION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The 10 pilot districts re-

ferred to in subsection (a) shall include dis-
tricts of varying compositions with respect 
to size, case load, geography, and racial and 
ethnic composition. 

(B) METROPOLITAN AREAS.—At least 3 of the 
United States attorneys designated by the 
Attorney General shall be in Federal dis-
tricts encompassing metropolitan areas. 
SEC. 4. PLAN AND REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.—Each United 

States Attorney shall, in consultation with 
an advisory group appointed in accordance 
with paragraph (2), develop and implement a 
plan in accordance with subsections (b) and 
(c). 

(2) ADVISORY GROUP.— 
(A) APPOINTMENT.—Not later then 90 days 

after designation by the Attorney General, 
the United States Attorney in each of the 10 
pilot districts selected pursuant to section 3 
shall appoint an advisory group, after con-
sultation with the chief judge of the district 
and criminal justice professionals within the 
district. 

(B) MEMBERSHIP.—The advisory group of a 
United States Attorney shall include— 

(i) 1 or more senior social scientists with 
expertise in research methods or statistics; 
and 

(ii) individuals and entities who play im-
portant roles in the criminal justice process 
and have broad-based community represen-
tation such as— 

(I) Federal and State prosecutors; 
(II) Federal and State defenders, if applica-

ble in the district, and private defense coun-
sel; 

(III) Federal and State judges; 
(IV) Federal and State law enforcement of-

ficials and union representatives; 
(V) parole and probation officers; 
(VI) correctional officers; 
(VII) victim’s rights representatives; 
(VIII) civil rights organizations; 
(IX) business and professional representa-

tives; and 
(X) faith-based organizations who do crimi-

nal justice work. 
(C) TERM LIMIT.—Subject to subparagraph 

(D), a member of the advisory group shall 
not serve longer than 5 years. 

(D) PERMANENT MEMBERS.—Notwith-
standing subparagraph (C), the following 
shall be permanent members of the advisory 
group for that district: 

(i) The chief judge for the judicial district. 
(ii) The Federal defender for the judicial 

district. 
(iii) The United States Attorney for the ju-

dicial district. 
(E) REPORTER.—The United States Attor-

ney may designate a reporter for each advi-
sory group, who may be compensated in ac-
cordance with guidelines established by the 
Executive Office of the United States Attor-
neys. 

(F) INDEPENDENT CONTRACTORS.—The mem-
bers of an advisory group of a United States 
Attorney and any person designated as a re-
porter for such group— 

(i) shall be considered independent con-
tractors of the United States Attorney’s Of-

fice when in the performance of official du-
ties of the advisory group; and 

(ii) may not, solely by reason of service on 
or for the advisory group, be prohibited from 
practicing law before any court. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION OF 
A PLAN AND REPORT.— 

(1) ADVISORY GROUP REPORT.—The advisory 
group appointed under subsection (a)(2) 
shall— 

(A)(i) systematically collect and analyze 
quantitative data on the race and ethnicity 
of the defendant and victim at each stage of 
prosecution, including case intake, bail re-
quests, declinations, selection of charges, di-
version from prosecution or incarceration, 
plea offers, sentencing recommendations, 
fast-track sentencing, and use of alternative 
sanctions; and 

(ii) at a minimum, collect aggregate data 
capable of individualization and tracking 
through the system so that any cumulative 
racial or ethnic disadvantage can be ana-
lyzed; 

(B) seek to determine the causes of racial 
and ethnic disparities in a district, and 
whether these disparities are substantially 
explained by sound law enforcement policies 
or if they are at least partially attributable 
to discrimination, insensitivity, or uncon-
scious bias; 

(C) examine the extent to which racial and 
ethnic disparities are attributable to— 

(i) law enforcement priorities, prosecu-
torial priorities, the substantive provisions 
of legislation enacted by Congress; or 

(ii) the penalty schemes enacted by Con-
gress or implemented by the United States 
Sentencing Commission; 

(D) examine data including— 
(i) the racial and ethnic demographics of 

the United States Attorney’s district; 
(ii) defendants charged in all categories of 

offense by race and ethnicity, and, where ap-
plicable, the race and ethnicity of any iden-
tified victim; 

(iii) substantial assistance motions, wheth-
er at sentencing or post-conviction, by race 
and ethnicity; 

(iv) charging policies, including decisions 
as to who should be charged in Federal rath-
er than State court when either forum is 
available, and whether these policies tend to 
result in racial or ethnic disparities among 
defendants charged in Federal court, includ-
ing whether relative disparities exist be-
tween State and Federal defendants charged 
with similar offenses; 

(v) the racial and ethnic composition of the 
Federal prosecutors in the district; and 

(vi) the extent to which training in the ex-
ercise of discretion, including cultural com-
petency, is provided prosecutors; 

(E) consult with an educational or inde-
pendent research group, if necessary, to con-
duct work under this subsection; and 

(F) submit to the United States Attorney 
by the end of the second year after their ini-
tial appointment a report and proposed plan, 
which shall be made available to the public 
and which shall include— 

(i) factual findings and conclusions on ra-
cial and ethnic disparities, if any, and the 
State of public confidence in the criminal 
process; 

(ii) recommended measures, rules, and pro-
grams for reducing unjustified disparities, if 
any, and increasing public confidence; and 

(iii) an explanation of the manner in which 
the recommended plan complies with this 
paragraph. 

(2) ADOPTION OF PLAN.—Not later than 60 
days after receiving and considering the ad-
visory group’s report and proposed plan 
under paragraph (1), the United States At-
torney appointed under section 3 shall adopt 
and implement a plan. 
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(3) COPY OF REPORT.—The United States 

Attorney shall transmit a copy of the plan 
and report adopted and implemented, in ac-
cordance with this subsection, together with 
the report and plan recommended by the ad-
visory group, to the Attorney General. The 
United States Attorney shall include with 
the plan an explanation of any recommenda-
tion of the advisory group that is not in-
cluded in the plan. 

(4) CONGRESS.—The Attorney General shall 
transmit to the United States Attorney’s in 
every Federal district and to the Committees 
on the Judiciary of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives copies of any plan and ac-
companying report submitted by a pilot dis-
trict. 

(c) PERIODIC UNITED STATES ATTORNEY AS-
SESSMENT.—After adopting and imple-
menting a plan under subsection (b), each 
United States attorney in a pilot district 
shall annually evaluate the efficacy of the 
plan. In performing such assessment, the 
United States attorney shall consult with 
the advisory group appointed in accordance 
with subsection (a)(2). Each assessment shall 
be submitted to the Executive Office for 
United States attorneys for review in accord-
ance with subsection (d). 

(d) INFORMATION ON THE PILOT PROGRAM.— 
(1) REPORT AND MODEL PLAN.—Not later 

than 5 years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Attorney General shall— 

(A) prepare a comprehensive report on all 
plans received pursuant to this section; 

(B) based on all the plans received pursu-
ant to this section the Attorney General 
shall also develop one or more model plans; 
and 

(C) transmit copies of the report and model 
plan or plans to the Committees on the Judi-
ciary of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

(2) CONTINUED OVERSIGHT.—The Attorney 
General shall, on a continuing basis— 

(A) study ways to reduce unwarranted ra-
cial and ethnic disparate impact in the Fed-
eral criminal system; and 

(B) make recommendations to all United 
States attorneys on ways to improve the sys-
tem. 
SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
$3,000,000 for use, at the discretion of the At-
torney General, by the United States Attor-
neys’ advisory groups in the development 
and implementation of plans under this Act. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Ms. 
SNOWE, and Ms. MIKULSKI): 

S. 3246. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to set the stand-
ard mileage rate for use of a passenger 
automobile for purposes of the chari-
table contributions deduction; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce a bill, the Fair Deal 
for Volunteers Act. In today’s eco-
nomic climate, Americans need relief 
from sky-rocketing oil and gas prices. 
This applies to everyone, including 
people who engage in much-needed vol-
unteer work. My bill will provide im-
mediate relief for volunteers serving 
our elderly, poor, frail, and at-risk 
Americans. It gives the Internal Rev-
enue Service authority to change the 
mileage rate—currently set by statute 
at 14 cents per mile—for calculating 
the deductible cost of operating a vehi-
cle for charitable purposes. We can’t 
let an out-of-date mileage rate exacer-

bate the pinch at the pump for volun-
teers who selflessly provide so many 
vital goods and services in every com-
munity across America. I’m pleased 
that the senior Senator from Maine, 
Senator SNOWE, and my colleague, the 
senior Senator from Maryland, Senator 
MIKULSKI, are original cosponsors of 
this bill and I thank them for their 
support. 

The Internal Revenue Code does not 
fix a rate for individuals who are re-
quired to use their own vehicle for 
work, or for individuals taking a mile-
age deduction for moving purposes. The 
IRS is able to increase the deduction 
amount for these purposes to reflect 
the current economic climate and dra-
matically higher fuel prices. This is ex-
actly what the IRS recently did. 

As of July, the IRS modified the 
standard mileage rates for computing 
the deductible costs of operating an 
automobile for business, medical, or 
moving expenses. The revised standard 
mileage rate for business purposes in-
creased from 50.5 cents per mile to 58.5 
cents. For medical and moving ex-
penses, the IRS increased the rate from 
19 cents per mile to 27 cents per mile. 
I think the Nation’s volunteers who 
travel on behalf of charitable organiza-
tions deserve an increase in their mile-
age rate, too. 

My bill gives the IRS flexibility in 
setting the rate so that volunteers for 
charitable organizations could be given 
the same tax benefit accruing for mov-
ing, medical, and business expenses. In 
today’s climate of increasing food and 
fuel prices, this bill will help relieve 
some of the pressure on charitable or-
ganizations and their volunteers. 

Take Meals on Wheels, for example. 
This organization delivers nutritious 
meals and other nutrition services to 
men and women who are elderly, home-
bound, disabled, frail, or otherwise at- 
risk. The services Meals on Wheels pro-
vides significantly improve the recipi-
ents’ quality of life and health, and 
often help to postpone institutionaliza-
tion. 

Over the past year, there has been 
nearly a 20 percent increase in fuel and 
food prices, coupled with reduced gov-
ernment funding and fewer donations 
across the country. Nearly 60 percent 
of the estimated 5,000 programs that 
operate under the auspices of the Meals 
on Wheels Association of America have 
lost volunteers, in large part because it 
is too expensive for the volunteers to 
drive back and forth. Nearly half the 
programs have eliminated routes or 
consolidated meal services. About 38 
percent of the programs have switched 
to delivering frozen meals, and about 30 
percent are cutting personal visits 
from 5 days a week to one. 

In Maryland, the Central Maryland 
Meals on Wheels has experienced an in-
crease of 7 percent in food costs and 
suppliers are charging higher delivery 
fees. The cost to fill up the vans with 
gas has increased. Fuel costs averaged 
$72,538.70 in fiscal year 2007; this year, 
the costs have jumped to $86,790.63. 

This is an organization with volunteers 
serving over 3,100 elderly, disabled, 
frail and at-risk Marylanders. Its vol-
unteers deserve relief from high gas 
prices just as much as people who use 
their car for work or for medical pur-
poses or for moving. 

Throughout the United States, Meals 
on Wheels served over 3 million people 
and more than 250 million meals in fis-
cal year 2006. This is just one of thou-
sands of charitable organizations. We 
need to encourage and support the 
Meals on Wheels volunteers and all 
other volunteers who need their cars to 
help their neighbors and communities. 
The Fair Deal for Volunteers Act will 
do just that, and I hope my colleagues 
will support it. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3246 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fair Deal 
for Volunteers Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 2. DETERMINATION OF STANDARD MILEAGE 

RATE FOR CHARITABLE CONTRIBU-
TIONS DEDUCTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (i) of section 
170 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (re-
lating to standard mileage rate for use of 
passenger automobile) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(i) STANDARD MILEAGE RATE FOR USE OF 
PASSENGER AUTOMOBILE.—For purposes of 
computing the deduction under this section 
for use of a passenger automobile, the stand-
ard mileage rate shall be the rate deter-
mined by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to miles 
traveled after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself, 
Ms. COLLINS, and Ms. CANT-
WELL): 

S. 3248. A bill to amend the Com-
modity Exchange Act to clarify treat-
ment of purchases of certain com-
modity futures contracts and financial 
instruments with respect to limits es-
tablished by the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission relating to exces-
sive speculation, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, 
today I am introducing legislation, the 
Commodity Speculation Reform Act of 
2008, with my colleague Senator COL-
LINS, the ranking minority member of 
our Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs Committee. The legisla-
tion is designed to wring out of the 
commodity markets the excessive spec-
ulation—and I stress the word ‘‘exces-
sive’’—that we believe has helped lead 
to the sudden and soaring spikes in the 
prices Americans pay for food and en-
ergy. 

We are going to do this by returning 
the commodity markets to what they 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:17 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00057 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S10JY8.REC S10JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6568 July 10, 2008 
were meant to be—a place where pro-
ducers and consumers of specific com-
modities can enter into futures con-
tracts that help hedge the risks of 
price fluctuations common to their in-
dustries. 

These commodity market traders— 
farmers, airlines, refineries—actually 
intend to produce or take delivery of 
specific commodities as part of doing 
business. 

On the other hand, financial specu-
lators, including pension funds, univer-
sity endowments, and other large insti-
tutional investors, have poured billions 
and billions of dollars into these mar-
kets over the past 5 years betting on 
rising prices—and let’s make it clear, 
that these are bets—without ever in-
tending to actually own a barrel of oil 
or a bushel of corn. They are looking 
for nothing more than paper profits. 

In a series of hearings held by our 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs Committee, we heard testimony 
that this kind of excessive speculation 
in the commodity markets may have 
added as much as $40 to $60 to the cost 
of a barrel of oil. 

Some say these figures are too high. 
But I would say that even a single dol-
lar increase due to excessive specula-
tion is a dollar too much because of the 
inflationary effect it can have not only 
on the U.S. economy, but around the 
world. 

Consider this: according to the Air 
Transport Association, every $1 in-
crease in the price of a barrel of crude 
oil adds $470 million a year in jet fuel 
costs—almost half a billion dollars—to 
the U.S. airline industry. These costs 
are passed on to consumers in the 
forms of higher ticket prices and other 
surcharges that are now keeping poten-
tial passengers on the ground and has 
the industry reeling. 

These increases directly hit con-
sumers in the global economy through 
higher gas and food prices. Moreover, 
the negative effects of commodity 
price inflation ripple through the econ-
omy as the high cost of energy and raw 
materials weakens our manufacturing 
base, and the high cost associated with 
transporting goods impedes inter-
national trade. 

The profits made by the speculators 
do not produce one new barrel of oil, 
put one new acre of farmland into pro-
duction, put one new mine into oper-
ation, or add one new gallon of refinery 
capacity. 

If speculators really want to invest 
in commodities, they can buy stock in 
an energy company or an agricultural 
firm. They can purchase the royalty 
rights to land. Any of these options 
would benefit from market trends re-
lated to commodity prices and would 
also bring needed investment into 
means of production that would in-
crease supplies and eventually con-
tribute to lower commodity prices. 

Unfortunately, the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission has ignored 
the urgent task of providing our front 
line defense against rampant and 

unmanaged speculation. To this day, 
the Commission has yet to recognize 
that speculation affects commodity 
prices. 

Instead, the Commission has dele-
gated much of its regulatory authority 
to the for-profit exchanges. Moreover, 
in contradiction with Congress’s origi-
nal legislative intent, the Commission 
views its mission as confined to a sin-
gle purpose—preventing market manip-
ulation. On the contrary, Congress 
fully intended the Commission to regu-
late market manipulation AND exces-
sive speculation. 

Our bill effectively closes the door to 
excessive speculation, but in a rational 
and reasonable way by, in effect, per-
fecting current law. First, it requires 
the CFTC to consider the overall effect 
of speculation when it sets the position 
limits that restrict the amount that 
any one investor can invest in a com-
modity. This is a critical and necessary 
change—if the Commission does not ac-
knowledge and embrace its obligation 
to prevent excessive speculation, all of 
our efforts will be in vain. 

Second, it extends the existing rules 
that apply to the regulated exchanges 
to currently unregulated over-the- 
counter and foreign markets. Over the 
last 10 years, over-the-counter trading 
in commodities has exploded. The over- 
the-counter investment vehicles are 
simply economic substitutes for fu-
tures contracts. There is no rational 
reason that they should not be subject 
to the same laws and regulations that 
apply to futures contracts. 

This change also eliminates the 
‘‘swaps loophole’’ that allows pension 
funds and other large investors to in-
vest in index funds that circumvent the 
position limits. From 2003 to 2008, in-
vestment in commodity index funds 
has swelled from $13 billion to $260 bil-
lion and has, in effect, chased up prices 
and taken control of the commodity 
markets away from the industries and 
producers that must use them as a 
means of doing business. 

Other important provisions would di-
rect that the speculative position lim-
its must be set by the CFTC, not the 
futures exchanges, and repeal the 
CFTC’s authority to substitute mean-
ingless reporting requirements for ac-
tual speculative position limits. 

In the course of our Committee hear-
ings and in later deliberations we 
looked at a number of legislative op-
tions, including banning certain large 
investors, such as pension funds, from 
the commodity markets altogether. 

But we feel the approach we’ve come 
up with in this bill is a reasonable, 
commonsense approach that will help 
bring order back to the commodity 
markets while preserving the liquidity 
it needs to function properly. 

Some have suggested that Congres-
sional action will simply push inves-
tors to foreign markets. Our bill actu-
ally discourages flight from the major 
exchanges because it puts all trading 
platforms under the same regulatory 
umbrella. Speculators are subject to 

the same position limits regardless of 
whether they invest in New York, Lon-
don, Dubai, or over-the-counter. 

Is excessive speculation the sole 
cause of rising prices? Of course not. 
Global economic growth, particularly 
in emerging nations like China and 
India, has put tremendous upward pres-
sure on the prices of energy, food and 
raw materials. 

But there is little doubt—even among 
most skeptics of our legislation—that 
excessive speculation has had an effect 
on rising prices. Our bill will end that 
and help create a more orderly market 
for the industries and producers who 
must deal in commodities as a matter 
of business. 

The father of modern capitalism, 
Adam Smith, overall wanted to limit 
the role of government in free markets. 
In fact, in ‘‘The Wealth of Nations’’ 
Smith said speculators served many 
useful functions in a free market and 
many of his observations are still true 
today. 

But Smith knew there had to be lim-
its, writing: ‘‘those exertions of the 
natural liberty of a few individuals, 
which may endanger the security of 
the whole society, are, and ought to be, 
restrained by the laws of all govern-
ments.’’ 

With this bill we seek that kind of re-
straint so that the few don’t gain exor-
bitant profits at the expense of the av-
erage American reeling under spiraling 
prices for food and fuel. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill and a 
summary be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3248 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Commodity 
Speculation Reform Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 2. AUTHORITY OF COMMODITY FUTURES 

TRADING COMMISSION TO ISSUE NO 
ACTION LETTERS. 

Section 2(a)(1) of the Commodity Exchange 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2(a)(1)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(G) AUTHORITY TO ISSUE NO ACTION LET-
TERS TO FOREIGN BOARDS OF TRADE.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the Commission may not issue a 
no action letter to any foreign board of trade 
that lists a contract the price of which set-
tles on the price of a contract traded on an 
exchange regulated by the Commission. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION.—The Commission may 
issue a no action letter to a foreign board of 
trade described in clause (i) if the foreign 
board of trade provides to the Commission 
information and data accessibility the scope 
of which is comparable to the information 
and data accessibility provided to the Com-
mission by entities under the jurisdiction of 
the Commission.’’. 
SEC. 3. ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES. 

Section 2(a)(7) of the Commodity Exchange 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2(a)(7)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(D) ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES.——As soon as 
practicable after the date of enactment of 
this subparagraph, the Commission shall ap-
point at least 100 full-time employees (in ad-
dition to the employees employed by the 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6569 July 10, 2008 
Commission as of the date of enactment of 
this subparagraph) to assist in carrying out 
section 4a(a)(2).’’. 

SEC. 4. TREATMENT OF PURCHASES OF CERTAIN 
COMMODITY FUTURES CONTRACTS 
AND FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4a of the Com-
modity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 6a) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘SEC. 4a. (a) Excessive spec-
ulation’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘SEC. 4a. EXCESSIVE SPECULATION. 

‘‘(a) BURDEN ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE; 
TRADING OR POSITION LIMITS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Excessive speculation 
and’’; and 

(2) in subsection (a) (as amended by para-
graph (1)), by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) TREATMENT OF PURCHASES OF CERTAIN 
COMMODITY FUTURES CONTRACTS AND FINAN-
CIAL INSTRUMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 
‘‘(i) BONA FIDE HEDGING TRANSACTION.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘bona fide 

hedging transaction’ means a transaction 
that— 

‘‘(aa) represents a substitute for a trans-
action to be made or a position to be taken 
at a later time in a physical marketing chan-
nel; 

‘‘(bb) is economically appropriate for the 
reduction of risks in the conduct and man-
agement of a commercial enterprise; and 

‘‘(cc) arises from the potential change in 
the value of— 

‘‘(AA) assets that a person owns, produces, 
manufactures, possesses, or merchandises (or 
anticipates owning, producing, manufac-
turing, possessing, or merchandising); 

‘‘(BB) liabilities that a person incurs or an-
ticipates incurring; or 

‘‘(CC) services that a person provides or 
purchases (or anticipates providing or pur-
chasing). 

‘‘(II) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘bona fide 
hedging transaction’ does not include a 
transaction entered into on a designated 
contract market for the purpose of offsetting 
a financial risk arising from an over-the- 
counter commodity derivative. 

‘‘(ii) OVER-THE-COUNTER COMMODITY DERIVA-
TIVE.—The term ‘over-the-counter com-
modity derivative’ means any agreement, 
contract, or transaction that— 

‘‘(I)(aa) is traded or executed in the United 
States; or 

‘‘(bb) is held by a person located in the 
United States; 

‘‘(II) is not traded on a designated contract 
market or derivatives transaction execution 
facility; and 

‘‘(III)(aa) is a put, call, cap, floor, collar, or 
similar option of any kind for the purchase 
or sale of, or substantially based on the 
value of, 1 or more qualifying commodities 
or an economic or financial index or measure 
of economic or financial risk primarily asso-
ciated with 1 or more qualifying commod-
ities; 

‘‘(bb) provides on an executory basis for 
the applicable transaction, on a fixed or con-
tingent basis, of 1 or more payments sub-
stantially based on the value of 1 or more 
qualifying commodities or an economic or fi-
nancial index or measure of economic or fi-
nancial risk primarily associated with 1 or 
more qualifying commodities, and that 
transfers between the parties to the trans-
action, in whole or in part, the economic or 
financial risk associated with a future 
change in any such value without also con-
veying a current or future direct or indirect 
ownership interest in an asset or liability 
that incorporates the financial risk that is 
transferred; or 

‘‘(cc) is any combination or permutation 
of, or option on, any agreement, contract, or 
transaction described in item (aa) or (bb). 

‘‘(iii) OVER-THE-COUNTER COMMODITY DERIV-
ATIVE DEALER.—The term ‘over-the-counter 
commodity derivative dealer’ means a per-
son that regularly offers to enter into, as-
sume, offset, assign, or otherwise terminate 
positions in over-the-counter commodity de-
rivatives with customers in the ordinary 
course of a trade or business of the person. 

‘‘(iv) QUALIFYING COMMODITY.—The term 
‘qualifying commodity’ means— 

‘‘(I) an agricultural commodity; and 
‘‘(II) an energy commodity. 
‘‘(B) REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this para-
graph, in accordance with clauses (ii) and 
(iii), the Commission shall promulgate regu-
lations to establish and enforce— 

‘‘(I) speculative position limits for quali-
fying commodities; 

‘‘(II) a methodology— 
‘‘(aa) to enable persons to aggregate the 

positions held or controlled by the persons 
on designated contract markets, on deriva-
tives transaction execution facilities, and in 
over-the-counter commodity derivatives; and 

‘‘(bb) to ensure, to the maximum extent 
practicable, that the determinations made 
by the Commission with respect to each per-
son examined under subparagraph (C) accu-
rately reflect the net long and net short po-
sitions held or controlled by the person in 
the underlying qualifying commodity; and 

‘‘(III) information reporting rules to facili-
tate the monitoring and enforcement by the 
Commission of the speculative position lim-
its established under subclause (I), including 
the monitoring of positions held in over-the- 
counter commodity derivatives. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABILITY.— 
‘‘(I) POSITION LIMITS.—The speculative po-

sition limits established under clause (i)(I) 
shall apply to position limits that, with re-
spect to each applicable position limit, ex-
pire during— 

‘‘(aa) the spot month; 
‘‘(bb) each separate futures trading month 

(other than the spot month); or 
‘‘(cc) the sum of each trading month (in-

cluding the spot month). 
‘‘(II) SUM OF POSITIONS.—The speculative 

position limits established under clause (i)(I) 
shall apply to the sum of the positions held 
by a person— 

‘‘(aa) on designated contract markets; 
‘‘(bb) on derivatives transaction execution 

facilities; and 
‘‘(cc) in over-the-counter commodity de-

rivatives. 
‘‘(iii) MAXIMUM LEVEL OF POSITION LIMITS.— 

In establishing the speculative position lim-
its under clause (i)(I), the Commission shall 
set the speculative position limits at the 
minimum level practicable to ensure suffi-
cient market liquidity for the conduct of 
bona fide hedging activities. 

‘‘(C) PROHIBITION RELATING TO CERTAIN PO-
SITIONS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this Act, no person may 
hold or control a position, separately or in 
combination, net long or net short, for the 
purchase or sale of a commodity for future 
delivery or, on a futures-equivalent basis, 
any option, or an over-the-counter com-
modity derivative that exceeds a speculative 
position limit established by the Commis-
sion under subparagraph (B)(i)(I). 

‘‘(ii) BONA FIDE HEDGING TRANSACTIONS.—In 
determining whether the sum of a position 
held or controlled by a person has exceeded 
the applicable speculative position limit es-
tablished by the Commission under subpara-
graph (B)(i)(I), the Commission shall not 

consider positions attributable to a bona fide 
hedging transaction. 

‘‘(iii) DETERMINATION OF POSITION LIMITS 
FOR OVER-THE-COUNTER COMMODITY DERIVA-
TIVE DEALERS.—To determine the position of 
an over-the-counter commodity derivative 
dealer, the sum of the positions held or con-
trolled by the over-the-counter commodity 
derivative dealer shall be— 

‘‘(I) calculated on the last day of each 
month; and 

‘‘(II) considered, for the monthly period 
covered by the determination, to be the aver-
age daily net position held or controlled by 
the over-the-counter commodity derivative 
dealer for the period beginning on the first 
day of the month and ending on the last day 
of the month.’’. 

(b) REPORTS.— 
(1) NECESSARY ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—Not 

later than 45 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission (referred to in this sub-
section as the ‘‘Commission’’) shall submit 
to the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate a report pro-
viding the recommendations of the Commis-
sion for any additional funding that the 
Commission considers to be necessary to 
carry out the amendments made by sub-
section (a), including funding for additional 
staffing and technological needs. 

(2) SPECULATIVE ACTIVITY TRENDS.— 
(A) STUDY.—The Commission shall conduct 

a study— 
(i) to identify trends in speculative activ-

ity relating to metals; and 
(ii) to determine whether the authority of 

the Commission under section 4a(a)(2) of the 
Commodity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 6a(a)(2)) 
(as added by subsection (a)(2)) should be ex-
tended to cover the trading of metals. 

(B) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Com-
mission shall submit a report containing the 
results of the study conducted under sub-
paragraph (A) to— 

(i) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; 

(ii) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate; and 

(iii) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sub-
section. 

COMMODITY SPECULATION REFORM ACT OF 2008 
(Senators Joseph Lieberman and Susan Col-

lins, Summary of Provisions, July 10, 2008) 
The legislation closes the ‘‘Swaps Loop-

hole’’ and creates a seamless system of spec-
ulative position limits that applies to all 
food and energy-related contracts held by fi-
nancial speculators, including over-the- 
counter holdings and futures positions on 
foreign exchanges. 

In theory, position limits should curb ex-
cessive speculation in food and energy mar-
kets by imposing caps on the amount of fu-
tures contracts that may be held by any one 
investor. However, the position limits no 
longer serve their original purpose. Large in-
stitutional investors, such as pension funds, 
can circumvent the position limits by invest-
ing in over-the-counter markets. Through a 
regulatory ‘‘swaps’’ loophole, financial insti-
tutions that serve the over-the-counter mar-
kets also circumvent the position limits. 

The bill will reduce excessive speculation 
by closing the swaps loophole and elimi-
nating the exemptions that apply to inves-
tors that are not taking physical delivery of 
food and energy commodities. The bill ap-
plies the position limits if the position is not 
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related to a bona fide hedging activity. The 
bill incorporates the CFTC’s definition of 
bona fide hedging, but clarifies that it does 
not include hedging financial risks associ-
ated with over-the-counter derivatives, such 
as swaps and structured notes. 

In the evolving commodity marketplace, 
trading is increasingly occurring in unregu-
lated over-the-counter markets or overseas. 
By extending the position limits to holdings 
regardless of where they are held, the posi-
tion limits will no longer create an incentive 
to trade off-exchange or overseas. The bill 
would require the CFTC to develop a meth-
odology that allows investors to aggregate 
their positions on the exchanges and in over- 
the-counter markets for purposes of regu-
latory enforcement of the position limits. 

The legislation requires the CFTC to set 
the individual position limits at amounts 
necessary to prevent excessive speculation 
while still ensuring sufficient market liquid-
ity. 

The CFTC currently sets the speculative 
position limits at amounts the Commission 
believes are necessary to prevent market 
manipulation by individual market partici-
pants. In contradiction with the original in-
tent of the Congress, the CFTC does not set 
the position limits at amounts necessary to 
control the harmful inflationary effects of 
excessive speculation. The bill clarifies that 
the position limits should be set at amounts 
no greater than necessary to ensure suffi-
cient market liquidity for the conduct of 
bona fide hedging activities. 

The legislation directs that the speculative 
position limits must be set by the CFTC, not 
the futures exchanges. 

The bill would repeal the CFTC’s authority 
to delegate the responsibility for setting the 
position limits to the exchanges. The major 
exchanges are no longer nonprofit entities, 
but rather for-profit businesses. The position 
limits should be set by a regulatory entity 
that has a single mission—serving the public 
interest. 

The legislation repeals the authority that 
permits the CFTC to substitute reporting re-
quirements for actual speculative position 
limits. 

Currently, position limits apply to an in-
vestor’s holdings in the spot month, any sin-
gle month, and all months combined. With 
respect to energy futures contracts, the posi-
tion limits are replaced with a simple report-
ing requirement, or ‘‘position accountability 
level’’, in the all-months time period. The 
bill would extend actual speculative position 
limits to the all-months time period. 

The legislation requires foreign futures ex-
changes to provide the CFTC with daily trad-
ing information comparable to the informa-
tion provided by domestic exchanges. 

Increasingly, foreign futures exchanges are 
offering cash-settled futures contracts that 
are based on commodity prices set by con-
tracts traded on U.S. exchanges. These 
‘‘look-alike’’ contracts arguably offer inves-
tors a competitive alternative to contracts 
that are traded and physically settled 
through U.S. exchanges. The CFTC recently 
indicated it will require foreign exchanges 
offering look-alike contracts to provide trad-
ing information comparable to the informa-
tion provided by domestic exchanges. This 
provision codifies the new CFTC policy. The 
provision lays the statutory framework nec-
essary for a seamless system of information 
reporting and improved transparency that 
will ensure the CFTC has the ability to mon-
itor and enforce the new speculative position 
limits. 

The legislation increases the resources 
available to the CFTC to carry out is its ex-
panded responsibilities under the Act, in-
cluding additional funds for staffing and 
technology. 

The legislation constitutes a historic ex-
pansion of the CFTC’s mission. Significant 
new resources will be needed to carry out 
these directives. As soon as practicable after 
the date of enactment, the legislation re-
quires the CFTC to hire 100 additional full- 
time employees and authorizes such sums as 
are necessary to implement its new respon-
sibilities. No later than 45 days after enact-
ment, the CFTC must report to the Congres-
sional appropriations committees with an es-
timate of the additional funding necessary to 
fully administer the Act. 

The legislation directs the CFTC to review 
trends in speculative activity related to met-
als, and report to Congress on whether the 
Commission’s new authority should extend 
to trading in metals. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, high 
energy prices are having a devastating 
impact on our economy and our peo-
ple—especially in large, rural States 
like Maine. Truckdrivers, loggers, fish-
ermen, farmers, and countless others 
are struggling with the high cost of oil 
and gasoline. In Maine, where 80 per-
cent of homes are heated with oil, 
many families do not know how they 
can afford to stay warm next winter. 

The high cost of energy is also taking 
a toll on businesses, both large and 
small. Katahdin Paper recently an-
nounced plans to shut down its plant in 
Millinocket due to the cost of oil. If 
this occurs—and everyone is working 
to prevent it—the community would be 
devastated by the loss of more than 200 
good jobs. 

Many factors affect energy prices, in-
cluding the value of the dollar, global 
tensions, and demand in other coun-
tries, such as China and India. But Sen-
ator LIEBERMAN and I have heard per-
suasive and troubling evidence in hear-
ings of our Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs 
that another factor is also at work—ex-
cessive speculation in futures markets 
for energy commodities. 

At issue is the activity of non-
commercial traders who do not produce 
or take delivery of oil or agricultural 
products, unlike commercial traders 
such as oil producers and heating oil 
dealers, farmers and cereal companies. 
Instead, these noncommercial inves-
tors use futures contracts and related 
transactions solely for financial gain. 

Speculation in commodity markets 
by noncommercial investors has grown 
enormously. In just the last 5 years, 
the total value of their futures-con-
tract and commodity index-fund in-
vestments has soared from $13 billion 
to $260 billion. 

These massive new holdings of oil-fu-
tures contracts by pension funds, uni-
versity endowments, and other institu-
tional investors appear to be driving up 
prices beyond what they would other-
wise be. These investors’ intentions 
may be simply to provide good returns, 
a hedge against inflation, and diver-
sification, but many experts believe 
their activities are distorting com-
modity markets. 

I have worked with Senator 
LIEBERMAN to produce a comprehensive 
and bipartisan bill, the Commodity 
Speculation Reform Act of 2008, which 
we are introducing today. 

Our bill takes some very strong steps 
toward countering excessive specula-
tion. 

First, it would remedy staffing short-
falls at the Commodity Futures Trad-
ing Commission by adding 100 staff to 
improve its market oversight and en-
forcement capabilities. This is a vital 
step. The CFTC tells us that more than 
3 billion futures and options contracts 
were traded last year, up from 37 mil-
lion in 1976. Yet the Commission is op-
erating with fewer employees than it 
had 30 years ago. 

Second, our bill closes the so-called 
‘‘swaps loophole,’’ which currently al-
lows financial institutions to evade po-
sition limits on commodity contracts 
that regulators use to prevent unwar-
ranted price swings or attempts at ma-
nipulation. 

Third, our bill directs the CFTC to 
establish position limits that will 
apply to an investor’s total interest in 
a commodity, regardless of whether 
they originate on a regulated ex-
change, the over-the-counter market, 
or on foreign boards of trade that deal 
in U.S. commodities. 

Fourth, our bill instructs the CFTC 
to permit no foreign boards of trade to 
deal in U.S.-linked commodity con-
tracts unless they agree to reporting 
and data- accessibility standards at 
least equivalent to that required of 
U.S.-regulated exchanges. This is not a 
matter of telling other countries what 
to do: foreign boards of trade request 
‘‘no-action’’ letters from the CFTC so 
they can maintain trading terminals 
here while remaining regulated by 
their own authorities. The CFTC has 
recently taken positive steps to require 
comparable reporting, and our bill 
codifies those improvements. 

These are powerful measures, but 
they are also prudently designed. We 
recognize that producers, handlers, and 
purchasers of commodities who use 
those markets to lock in prices, hedge 
risks, and see clues for price trends re-
quire some level of participation by 
non- commercial, financial investors. 

Our bill does not prevent financial in-
vestors from participating in com-
modity markets. It simply places some 
limits on their presence by directing 
the CFTC to set position limits across 
trading venues at a level no higher 
than that needed to ensure that com-
mercial participants can always find 
counterparties for their contract needs. 

These and other provisions of our 
bill—which applies to agricultural as 
well as energy commodities—will pro-
vide a stronger regulator, improved 
flows of information, new and more 
consistent protections against exces-
sive speculation, and assurance to both 
businesses and consumers that our 
markets in basic commodities are 
transparent, competitive, and effec-
tively policed. 

The Commodity Speculation Reform 
Act of 2008 represents a balanced and 
bipartisan approach. I urge my col-
leagues to join Senator LIEBERMAN and 
me in supporting it. 
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By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 

Ms. SNOWE): 
S. 3249. A bill to restrict any State or 

local jurisdiction from imposing a new 
discriminatory tax on mobile wireless 
communications services, providers, or 
property; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, 100 years 
ago the automobile revolutionized the 
way Americans lived and did business. 
Government responded by making a 
massive investment in infrastructure 
to support this new technology. That 
investment gave our industries a real 
competitive advantage in the world 
marketplace for much of the 20th cen-
tury by making it cheaper and easier 
to move goods around the country. 

Today, information technology has 
brought an equal, if not greater, revo-
lution to American business. But this 
time, rather than investing in infra-
structure and fostering growth, we 
have allowed the country’s IT infra-
structure to be taxed at dangerous and 
unhealthy levels that put American 
business at a competitive disadvan-
tage. 

The information revolution has 
changed the way we learn, the way we 
work, the way we hold elections, and 
the way we communicate as a society, 
among other things that keep our 
country working. It has made vast edu-
cational, health care and entrepre-
neurial opportunities accessible to our 
most remote communities. But tele-
communication taxes in the U.S. have 
been levied at a rate much higher than 
other types of sales and business taxes. 

Rather than investing in IT infra-
structure, we have left it to the private 
sector to build and maintain our tele-
communications networks. And while 
this practice has sometimes served 
Americans well, we are falling behind 
some major international competitors 
in far too many areas. 

I am not today calling for anything 
as far-reaching as Federal investment 
in IT infrastructure—today I am sim-
ply asking that we stop yoking our 
most innovative IT networks with in-
creased taxes. 

Wireless broadband holds the promise 
of connecting even our most distant 
communities to the rest of the world. 
In time, these connections will bring 
health care, educational, communica-
tions and commercial services to 
Americans who have been left out for 
far too long. This growth will not hap-
pen if we keep burdening this impor-
tant technology with what amounts to 
discriminatory taxation. 

I have fought for many years to ex-
pand the development of the Internet 
and our telecommunications infra-
structure. Along with colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle, I worked to suc-
cessfully protect our network providers 
from content-related litigation. Four 
times now, I have fought to protect the 
Internet from being hit with multiple 
discriminatory taxes from thousands of 
State and local tax authorities—and 
have worked to extend that protection 
indefinitely. 

Today I am proposing something far 
more modest—if just as necessary— 
that we put a moratorium on new or 
increased taxes on our wireless tele-
communications infrastructure and 
services for the next 5 years. 

Along with my colleague Senator 
SNOWE, I am introducing the Mobile 
Wireless Tax Fairness Act to keep mo-
bile wireless services and facilities free 
from new discriminatory taxes. 

This bill would not impact a single 
current tax that has been levied by a 
State or locality. It will not remove a 
single dollar from their communal cof-
fers. What it will do is guarantee our 
wireless network providers protection 
from even greater taxation at a time 
when we are asking them to implement 
the largest technology upgrade in his-
tory—an upgrade that will bring eco-
nomically important, true broadband 
speeds to wireless customers for the 
first time. 

I will admit that there are lots of 
problems with the way Federal, State 
and local taxes are levied on tele-
communications services. This legisla-
tion addresses only one of those prob-
lems, but it is a big one. 

Taxes on wireless services are some 
of the most regressive taxes in the Na-
tion. Cell phones and other wireless de-
vices have become essential to many 
working Americans, for their jobs, for 
their safety and for maintaining the 
communications they need to stay in 
touch with families when both parents 
work and raise children. Piling in-
creased taxes on these families at a 
time when budgets are being stretched 
by skyrocketing gas and food prices is 
not only unreasonable, it is downright 
wrong. 

I am proud that my colleague Sen-
ator SNOWE joins me in introducing 
this important legislation. Senator 
SNOWE has long been an advocate for 
the improvement and expansion of our 
IT infrastructure and today we have 
taken another important step that will 
help strengthen our country and our 
economy today and in the future. This 
proposal joins H.R. 5793 by Congress-
woman LOFGREN and Congressman 
CANNON in the House and I look for-
ward to working with them to see this 
important legislation passed. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3249 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Mobile Wire-
less Tax Fairness Act of 2008’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) It is appropriate to exercise congres-

sional enforcement authority under section 5 
of the 14th amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States and Congress’ plenary 
power under article I, section 8, clause 3 of 
the Constitution of the United States (com-

monly known as the ‘‘commerce clause’’) in 
order to ensure that States and political sub-
divisions thereof do not discriminate against 
providers and consumers of mobile services 
by imposing new selective and excessive 
taxes and other burdens on such providers 
and consumers. 

(2) In light of the history and pattern of 
discriminatory taxation faced by providers 
and consumers of mobile services, the prohi-
bitions against and remedies to correct dis-
criminatory State and local taxation in sec-
tion 306 of the Railroad Revitalization and 
Regulatory Reform Act of 1976 (49 U.S.C. 
11501) provide an appropriate analogy for 
congressional action, and similar Federal 
legislative measures are warranted that will 
prohibit imposing new discriminatory taxes 
on providers and consumers of mobile serv-
ices and that will assure an effective, uni-
form remedy. 
SEC. 3. MORATORIUM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No State or local jurisdic-
tion shall impose a new discriminatory tax 
on or with respect to mobile services, mobile 
service providers, or mobile service property, 
during the 5-year period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act: 
(1) MOBILE SERVICE.—The term ‘‘mobile 

service’’ means commercial mobile radio 
service, as such term is defined in section 
20.3 of title 47, Code of Federal Regulations, 
as in effect on the date of the enactment of 
this Act, or any other service that is pri-
marily intended for receipt on, transmission 
from, or use with a mobile telecommuni-
cations device, including the receipt of a dig-
ital good. 

(2) MOBILE SERVICE PROPERTY.—The term 
‘‘mobile service property’’ means all prop-
erty used by a mobile service provider in 
connection with its business of providing 
mobile services, whether real, personal, tan-
gible, or intangible and includes goodwill, li-
censes, customer lists, and other similar in-
tangible property associated with such busi-
ness. 

(3) MOBILE SERVICE PROVIDER.—The term 
‘‘mobile service provider’’ means any entity 
that sells or provides mobile services, but 
only with respect to the portion of such enti-
ty’s trade or business that sells or provides 
such services. 

(4) NEW DISCRIMINATORY TAX.—The term 
‘‘new discriminatory tax’’ means any tax im-
posed by a State or local jurisdiction that— 

(A) is imposed on or with respect to, or is 
measured by the charges, receipts, or reve-
nues from or value of— 

(i) any mobile service and is not generally 
imposed, or is generally imposed at a lower 
rate, on or with respect to, or measured by 
the charges, receipts, or revenues from, 
other services or transactions involving tan-
gible personal property; 

(ii) any mobile service provider and is not 
generally imposed, or is generally imposed 
at a lower rate, on other persons that are en-
gaged in businesses other than the provision 
of mobile services; or 

(iii) any mobile service property and is not 
generally imposed, or is generally imposed 
at a lower rate, on or with respect to, or 
measured by the value of, other property 
that is devoted to a commercial or industrial 
use and subject to a property tax levy, ex-
cept public utility property owned by a pub-
lic utility subject to rate of return regula-
tion by a State or Federal regulatory au-
thority; and 

(B) was not generally imposed and actually 
enforced on mobile services, mobile service 
providers, or mobile service property prior to 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(5) STATE OR LOCAL JURISDICTION.—The 
term ‘‘State or local jurisdiction’’ means any 
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of the several States, the District of Colum-
bia, any territory or possession of the United 
States, a political subdivision of any State, 
territory, or possession, or any govern-
mental entity or person acting on behalf of 
such State, territory, possession, or subdivi-
sion and with the authority to assess, im-
pose, levy, or collect taxes or fees. 

(6) TAX.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘tax’’ means 

any charge imposed by any governmental en-
tity for the purpose of generating revenues 
for governmental purposes, and is not a fee 
imposed on an individual entity or class of 
entities for a specific privilege, service, or 
benefit conferred exclusively on such entity 
or class of entities. 

(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘tax’’ does not 
include any fee or charge— 

(i) used to preserve and advance Federal 
universal service or similar State programs 
authorized by section 254 of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 254); or 

(ii) specifically dedicated by a State or 
local jurisdiction for the support of E–911 
communications systems. 

(c) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.— 
(1) DETERMINATION.—For purposes of sub-

section (b)(4), all taxes, tax rates, exemp-
tions, deductions, credits, incentives, exclu-
sions, and other similar factors shall be 
taken into account in determining whether a 
tax is a new discriminatory tax. 

(2) APPLICATION OF PRINCIPLES.—Except as 
otherwise provided in this Act, in deter-
mining whether a tax on mobile service prop-
erty is a new discriminatory tax for purposes 
of subsection (b)(4)(A)(iii), principles similar 
to those set forth in section 306 of the Rail-
road Revitalization and Regulatory Reform 
Act of 1976 (49 U.S.C. 11501) shall apply. 

(3) EXCLUSIONS.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this Act— 

(A) the term ‘‘generally imposed’’ as used 
in subsection (b)(4) shall not apply to any 
tax imposed only on— 

(i) specific services; 
(ii) specific industries or business seg-

ments; or 
(iii) specific types of property; and 
(B) the term ‘‘new discriminatory tax’’ 

shall not include a new tax or the modifica-
tion of an existing tax that— 

(i) replaces one or more taxes that had 
been imposed on mobile services, mobile 
service providers, or mobile service property; 
and 

(ii) is designed so that, based on informa-
tion available at the time of the enactment 
of such new tax or such modification, the 
amount of tax revenues generated thereby 
with respect to such mobile services, mobile 
service providers, or mobile service property 
is reasonably expected not to exceed the 
amount of tax revenues that would have 
been generated by the respective replaced 
tax or taxes with respect to such mobile 
services, mobile service providers, or mobile 
service property. 
SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any pro-
vision of section 1341 of title 28, United 
States Code, or the constitution or laws of 
any State, the district courts of the United 
States shall have jurisdiction, without re-
gard to amount in controversy or citizenship 
of the parties, to grant such mandatory or 
prohibitive injunctive relief, interim equi-
table relief, and declaratory judgments as 
may be necessary to prevent, restrain, or 
terminate any acts in violation of this Act, 
provided that: 

(1) JURISDICTION.—Such jurisdiction shall 
not be exclusive of the jurisdiction which 
any Federal or State court may have in the 
absence of this section. 

(2) BURDEN OF PROOF.—The burden of proof 
in any proceeding brought under this Act 

shall be upon the party seeking relief and 
shall be by a preponderance of the evidence 
on all issues of fact. 

(3) RELIEF.—In granting relief against a 
tax which is discriminatory or excessive 
under this Act with respect to tax rate or 
amount only, the court shall prevent, re-
strain, or terminate the imposition, levy, or 
collection of not more than the discrimina-
tory or excessive portion of the tax as deter-
mined by the court. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to join my colleague, Senator 
WYDEN, in introducing legislation that 
will stop the increasing financial bur-
den being placed on wireless consumers 
by discriminatory taxes. On average, 
the typical consumer pays 15.2 percent 
of his/her total wireless bill in Federal, 
State, and local taxes, fees and sur-
charges—this is compared to the 7.07 
percent average tax rate for other 
goods and services. 

The Mobile Wireless Tax Fairness 
Act of 2008 would ensure that these tax 
rates don’t increase further by prohib-
iting States and local governments 
from imposing any new discriminatory 
tax on mobile services, mobile service 
providers, or mobile service property 
for a period of 5 years. The bill defines 
‘‘new discriminatory tax’’ as a tax im-
posed on mobile services, providers, or 
property that is not generally imposed 
on other types of services or property, 
or that is generally imposed at a lower 
rate. 

The wireless era has changed the way 
the world communicates. More and 
more people are using the cell phone as 
their primary communication device as 
well as for data and Internet services. 
The increased mobility and access 
wireless communications provide have 
improved our lives, our safety, and the 
productivity of our work and busi-
nesses. To date, there are more than 
260 million wireless subscribers in the 
U.S., and total usage exceeded 1 tril-
lion minutes in June 2007 alone. 

However, as more consumers embrace 
wireless technologies and applications, 
more States and local governments are 
embracing it as a revenue source and 
applying these excessive and discrimi-
natory taxes, which show up on con-
sumers’ bills each month. In fact, the 
effective rate of taxation on wireless 
services has increased four times faster 
than the rate on other taxable goods 
and services between January 2003 and 
January 2007. 

These excessive and discriminatory 
taxes discourage wireless’ adoption and 
use, primarily with low-income indi-
viduals and families that still view a 
cellular phone as a luxury when many 
Americans consider it a necessity. By 
banning these taxes, we can equalize 
the taxation of the wireless industry 
with that of other goods and services 
and protect the wireless consumer from 
the weight of fees, surcharges, and gen-
eral business taxes. We cannot allow 
this essential and innovative industry 
as well as the consumers who benefit 
from its amazing services and applica-
tions to suffer excessive tax rates. 

Placing a moratorium on new dis-
criminatory wireless taxes will make 

certain consumers continue to reap the 
benefits of wireless services. Congress 
took similar action with the Internet— 
passing the Internet Tax Freedom Act 
Amendments Act of 2007 this past fall— 
because of the incredible impact the 
Internet will continue to have on con-
sumers and businesses alike. The fu-
ture of wireless is just as bright and 
that is why we must ensure its contin-
ued growth. That is why I sincerely 
hope that my colleagues join Senator 
WYDEN and me in supporting this crit-
ical legislation. 

By Mr. DODD (for himself, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
REED, Mr. TESTER, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. AKAKA, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. KERRY, 
Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. SANDERS, and 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 3252. A bill to amend the Consumer 
Credit Protection Act, to ban abusive 
credit practices, enhance consumer dis-
closures, protect underage consumers, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, my friend 
and colleague from Michigan is here, as 
well, who has been deeply involved in 
the issue of credit cards and the prob-
lems that are occurring. 

I rise with my colleague Senator 
LEVIN to introduce legislation that 
would reform and prohibit credit card 
practices that harm rather than help 
American consumers and their fami-
lies. The legislation is called the Credit 
Card Accountability, Responsibility 
and Disclosure Act, or the Credit 
CARD Act. It will, in my view, help 
bring an end to industry practices that 
candidly cost American families bil-
lions of dollars each and every year. 

I cannot think of a better time to in-
troduce this much needed legislation. 
This Chamber will, in very short order 
this evening, or as late as tomorrow, 
pass legislation to address the most 
important issue confronting our Na-
tion’s economy and the financial sta-
bility of our citizens—the collapse of 
the subprime housing market and the 
credit crisis it has brought about. 

Unfortunately, far too many Amer-
ican families who are already being 
squeezed by the rising cost of food, oil, 
and gas, now find themselves forced to 
rely on short-term, high-interest credit 
card debt to finance life’s daily neces-
sities—including their mortgage pay-
ments—because of the ongoing credit 
crisis and a weak economy. 

That growing reliance was high-
lighted in a report released last week 
by the Federal Reserve. The Fed’s 
study reported that in May, revolving 
consumer debt, which is primarily 
credit card debt, reached an all-time 
record high of slightly over $961 billion. 
That is a 7-percent increase in the last 
month alone, which is on top of a 7-per-
cent increase last year, and a 6-percent 
increase in 2006. At this rate, revolving 
consumer debt in our country, which is 
again primarily credit card debt, will 
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reach $1 trillion by the Christmas sea-
son of this year. 

When I assumed the gavel of the Sen-
ate Banking Committee last January, 
one of the very first hearings I held 
was on the issue of credit card prac-
tices. At that hearing, I challenged 
card issuers, banks, and associations to 
stop engaging in practices that they 
were not prepared to defend before the 
committee. 

It was my hope that the hearing and 
that warning would encourage the 
credit card industry to go through a 
period of intense self-examination. I 
had hoped the industry would scruti-
nize its practices and policies to ensure 
that credit was extended in the fairest 
and most transparent of terms to cred-
it card customers. To be fair, some in 
the industry heeded that call. I applaud 
them and thank them for their efforts. 
Over the past year, a few credit card 
companies have voluntarily made 
changes to the way they do business, 
and many Americans have benefitted 
from those improvements. 

Regrettably, however, far too few 
embraced this call. Even more regret-
tably, some that have made voluntary 
changes are reconsidering those steps 
in the face of mounting pressure to find 
new streams of revenue and capital, 
and to compete in a market where 
other industry participants are not en-
gaging in these reforms, as their 
subprime mortgage market-related 
losses continue to rise. The temptation 
to go back to older practices to in-
crease revenue streams is there. Unfor-
tunately, the use of confusing, mis-
leading, and very predatory practices, 
in some cases, appears likely to remain 
the standard operating procedure for 
many in the credit card industry for 
the foreseeable future if we fail to act. 
The list of these troubling practices is 
lengthy: Charging predatory rates and 
fees; engaging in deceptive marketing 
to young people; practices such as uni-
versal default; double-cycle billing; ret-
roactive interest rate increases; ‘‘any 
time, any reason’’ repricing; and bil-
lings shenanigans—like shortening the 
period consumers have to pay their 
bills, or charging fees for payment by 
telephone—are just a few of the prac-
tices that could merit induction into a 
fairly crowded industry ‘‘hall of 
shame.’’ 

Even the financial regulators, whom 
I have been openly critical of for lack 
of appropriate oversight and response 
throughout the subprime mortgage 
market crisis, have recognized the 
harm these sinister practices pose not 
only to credit card customers but to 
our economy as well. In May of this 
year, the Federal Reserve, the Office of 
Thrift Supervision, and the National 
Credit Union Administration proposed 
rules aimed at curbing some of the 
very practices I have identified. In my 
view, this joint rulemaking is an im-
portant step in providing needed con-
sumer protections in some areas, in-
cluding a ban on retroactive interest 
rates and rules on payment allocation. 

But the proposed rules fall far short in 
other important areas—failing to ad-
dress issues including universal de-
fault, ‘‘any time, any reason’’ repric-
ing, multiple over-limit fees, and youth 
marketing. 

These shortcomings underscore the 
need for the legislation Senator LEVIN 
and I will be talking about this 
evening. 

I want to make it very clear—and I 
know my colleague feels the same 
way—that we are not opposed to credit 
cards. They are very valuable, very 
useful tools for consumers. So this bill 
is not designed in any way to deprive 
consumers of the use of credit cards. 
That is not the issue. When provided on 
fair terms, and used wisely and respon-
sibly, credit cards are a valuable finan-
cial tool for millions of our fellow citi-
zens. They can help an individual to 
build his or her credit history and to 
better pursue his or her financial goal. 

But like many credit products, credit 
cards pose the potential to harm con-
sumers as well as help consumers. Card 
companies have been far too apt to ex-
ploit the needs of consumers who are 
increasingly becoming ‘‘hooked on 
plastic.’’ That potential to harm con-
sumers has grown in recent years as 
credit card usage has risen. Let me 
share some numbers with you to give 
you some idea of what has happened in 
this explosion of credit card usage by 
Americans. 

Today, nearly 75 percent of American 
households have a credit card or a 
debit card, and 700 million credit cards 
are used to purchase in excess of $2.4 
trillion in goods and services from over 
7 million locations in the United States 
annually. In 1970, only about 16 percent 
of U.S. households used credit cards, 
and fewer than a million businesses ac-
cepted them. 

As Americans have become increas-
ingly reliant on credit cards, credit 
card companies have become more and 
more innovative in finding ways to ac-
cess their customers. Over $17 billion in 
credit card penalty fees have been 
charged to the American people—new 
fees—in the last 2 years, since 2006. 
That is a tenfold increase from what 
was charged 10 years ago. That is $17 
billion in new penalties and fees since 
2006. Credit card companies are turning 
to innovative ways to profit—including 
at the gasoline pump. They are laying 
on fees to gas station owners for each 
credit card transaction made at the 
pump. At the very time they are 
watching the price of gasoline sky-
rocket, the credit card companies are 
gouging the people struggling to meet 
those fees. Again, card companies are 
laying on fees to gas station owners for 
each credit card transaction made at 
the pump—a charge that those owners 
immediately pass on to customers, in-
creasing the cost of gas for drivers. In 
some places, these fees can add an av-
erage of 3 percent for each gasoline 
transaction. 

The combination of the growing 
needs for revolving debt and hidden 

fees charged by card companies is con-
tributing to the avalanche of debt 
under which American consumers in-
creasingly find themselves buried. Lis-
ten to this number, because this is the 
one that is stunning. To give you an 
idea of what has happened to the aver-
age family in this country with credit 
card balances, today the average 
household that carries a credit card 
balance owes close to $10,000 in revolv-
ing debt on their credit cards. The av-
erage family has a balance of $10,000 in 
revolving debt on their credit cards. 

That is a millstone around the neck 
of the average American and their fam-
ilies—families that are already strug-
gling to make ends meet and are under 
pressure from rising gas prices, food 
prices, skyrocketing health care costs, 
and a mortgage crisis that has robbed 
many families of their home equity or, 
worse yet, their homes. 

That is why we are introducing the 
Credit CARD Act. This bill will help re-
form credit card practices that drag so 
many American families further and 
further into debt. It strengthens regu-
lation and oversight of the credit card 
industry and prohibits the unfair and 
deceptive practices that in far too 
many instances work to harm, not 
help, a consumer’s efforts to move up 
the economic ladder. 

Specifically, the CARD Act would 
prohibit the worst of the industry’s 
practices, including imposition of ex-
cessive fees; retroactive rate increases; 
universal default; ‘‘any time, any rea-
son’’ changes to credit card agree-
ments; and unfair payment allocation. 

The bill also, importantly, contains a 
number of provisions aimed at pro-
tecting young consumers. 

This legislation builds on legislation 
I have introduced in previous Con-
gresses. It also incorporates several 
key concepts included in the legisla-
tive proposals put forth by some of my 
colleagues, notably my colleague from 
Michigan, Senator LEVIN, and Senators 
MENENDEZ, MCCASKILL, and OBAMA. 
Each is an important cosponsor of this 
legislation, as are Senators REED of 
Rhode Island, AKAKA, TESTER, CLINTON, 
KERRY, SANDERS, WHITEHOUSE, and 
CASEY. 

This bill also has the support of a 
wide array of consumer advocates and 
labor organizations, including the Con-
sumer Federation of America, Con-
sumers Union, National Consumer Law 
Center, the National Council of La 
Raza, Service Employees International 
Union, the Center for Responsible 
Lending, U.S. PRIG, Consumer Action, 
Demos, Connecticut PRIG, and the Na-
tional Association of Consumer Advo-
cates. 

As policymakers, we should expect 
consumers will act responsibly when it 
comes to using credit cards, and that 
should be an important point to make. 
But we also expect no less when it 
comes to companies that issue these 
cards. They need to act responsibly, 
and they are not, in my view. The 
Credit CARD Act will help strike the 
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correct balance of responsibility be-
tween credit card users and the card 
issuers. And by striking that balance, 
it will help provide American con-
sumers with a fair chance to secure 
economic security for them and their 
families. 

I thank Senator LEVIN and others— 
especially Senator LEVIN who already 
held hearings on this issue. We have 
talked about this at length over the 
years. We tried in other Congresses 
with very modest proposals to deal 
with some of these problems. We have 
always lost those battles. But I think 
the American consumers, regardless of 
their income, regardless of their social 
or economic status, feel very angry 
about what is happening to them. As a 
result, I think there is a growing op-
portunity for us to get something done 
on this issue. 

So while our focus today has been on 
foreclosure issues, the credit card prob-
lem in this country that so many 
Americans are facing is one that I 
think is ripe for congressional action. 
Our hope and intention is to bring a 
bill to the floor of this Chamber before 
we adjourn for the year to give our col-
leagues a chance to express themselves 
on this issue. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be placed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3252 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Credit Card Accountability Responsi-
bility and Disclosure Act of 2008’’ or the 
‘‘Credit CARD Act of 2008’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Regulatory authority. 

TITLE I—CONSUMER PROTECTION 
Sec. 101. Prior notice of rate increases re-

quired. 
Sec. 102. Freeze on interest rate terms and 

fees on canceled cards. 
Sec. 103. Limits on fees and interest charges. 
Sec. 104. Consumer right to reject card be-

fore notice is provided of open 
account. 

Sec. 105. Use of terms clarified. 
Sec. 106. Application of card payments. 
Sec. 107. Length of billing period. 
Sec. 108. Prohibition on universal default 

and unilateral changes to card-
holder agreements. 

Sec. 109. Enhanced penalties. 
Sec. 110. Enhanced oversight. 
Sec. 111. Clerical amendments. 

TITLE II—ENHANCED CONSUMER 
DISCLOSURES 

Sec. 201. Payoff timing disclosures. 
Sec. 202. Requirements relating to late pay-

ment deadlines and penalties. 
Sec. 203. Renewal disclosures. 

TITLE III—PROTECTION OF YOUNG 
CONSUMERS 

Sec. 301. Extensions of credit to underage 
consumers. 

Sec. 302. Restrictions on certain affinity 
cards. 

Sec. 303. Protection of young consumers 
from prescreened credit offers. 

TITLE IV—FEDERAL AGENCY 
COORDINATION 

Sec. 401. Inclusion of all Federal banking 
agencies. 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
Sec. 501. Study and report. 
Sec. 502. Credit Card Safety Rating System 

Commission. 
SEC. 2. REGULATORY AUTHORITY. 

The Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System (in this Act referred to as the 
‘‘Board’’) may issue such rules and publish 
such model forms as it considers necessary 
to carry out this Act and the amendments 
made by this Act. 

TITLE I—CONSUMER PROTECTION 
SEC. 101. PRIOR NOTICE OF RATE INCREASES RE-

QUIRED. 
Section 127 of the Truth in Lending Act (15 

U.S.C. 1637) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(i) ADVANCE NOTICE OF INCREASE IN INTER-
EST RATE REQUIRED.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any credit 
card account under an open end consumer 
credit plan, no increase in any annual per-
centage rate (other than an increase due to 
the expiration of any introductory percent-
age rate, or due solely to a change in another 
rate of interest to which such rate is in-
dexed)— 

‘‘(A) may take effect before the beginning 
of the billing cycle which begins not earlier 
than 45 days after the date on which the obli-
gor receives notice of such increase; or 

‘‘(B) may apply to any outstanding balance 
of credit under such plan, as of the effective 
date of the increase required under subpara-
graph (A). 

‘‘(2) NOTICE OF RIGHT TO CANCEL.—The no-
tice referred to in paragraph (1) shall be 
made in a clear and conspicuous manner, and 
shall contain a brief statement of the right 
of the obligor to cancel the account before 
the effective date of the increase.’’. 
SEC. 102. FREEZE ON INTEREST RATE TERMS 

AND FEES ON CANCELED CARDS. 
Section 127 of the Truth in Lending Act (15 

U.S.C. 1637) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(j) FREEZE ON INTEREST RATE TERMS AND 
FEES ON CANCELED CARDS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If an obligor under an 
open end consumer credit plan closes or can-
cels a credit card account, the repayment of 
the outstanding balance after the cancella-
tion shall be subject to all terms and condi-
tions in effect for the obligor immediately 
before the card was closed or cancelled, in-
cluding the annual percentage rate and the 
minimum payment terms in effect imme-
diately prior to such closure or cancellation. 

‘‘(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Closure or 
cancellation of an account by the obligor 
shall not constitute a default under an exist-
ing cardholder agreement, and shall not trig-
ger an obligation to immediately repay the 
obligation in full.’’. 
SEC. 103. LIMITS ON FEES AND INTEREST 

CHARGES. 
Section 127 of the Truth in Lending Act (15 

U.S.C. 1637) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(k) PROHIBITION ON PENALTIES FOR ON- 
TIME PAYMENTS.—If an open end consumer 
credit plan provides a time period within 
which an obligor may repay any portion of 
the credit extended without incurring an in-
terest charge, and the obligor repays all or a 
portion of such credit within the specified 
time period, the creditor may not impose or 
collect an interest charge on the portion of 
the credit that was repaid within the speci-
fied time period. 

‘‘(l) OPT-OUT OF CREDITOR AUTHORIZATION 
OF OVER-THE-LIMIT TRANSACTIONS IF FEES 
ARE IMPOSED.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any credit 
card account under an open end consumer 
credit plan under which an over-the-limit-fee 
may be imposed by the creditor for any ex-
tension of credit in excess of the amount of 
credit authorized to be extended under such 
account, the consumer may elect to prohibit 
the creditor from completing any over-the- 
limit transaction that will result in a fee or 
constitute a default under the credit agree-
ment, by notifying the creditor of such elec-
tion in accordance with paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) NOTIFICATION BY CONSUMER.—A con-
sumer shall notify a creditor under para-
graph (1)— 

‘‘(A) through the notification system 
maintained by the creditor under paragraph 
(4); or 

‘‘(B) by submitting to the creditor a signed 
notice of election, by mail or electronic com-
munication, on a form issued by the creditor 
for purposes of this subparagraph. 

‘‘(3) EFFECTIVENESS OF ELECTION.—An elec-
tion by a consumer under paragraph (1) shall 
be effective beginning 3 business days after 
the date on which the consumer notifies the 
creditor in accordance with paragraph (2), 
and shall remain effective until the con-
sumer revokes the election. 

‘‘(4) NOTIFICATION SYSTEM.—Each creditor 
that maintains credit card accounts under 
an open end consumer credit plan shall es-
tablish and maintain a notification system, 
including a toll-free telephone number, 
Internet address, and Worldwide Web site, 
which permits any consumer whose credit 
card account is maintained by the creditor 
to notify the creditor of an election under 
this subsection, in accordance with para-
graph (2). 

‘‘(5) ANNUAL NOTICE TO CONSUMERS OF 
AVAILABILITY OF ELECTION.—In the case of 
any credit card account under an open end 
consumer credit plan, the creditor shall in-
clude a notice, in clear and conspicuous lan-
guage, of the availability of an election by 
the consumer under this paragraph as a 
means of avoiding over-the-limit fees and a 
higher amount of indebtedness, and the 
method for providing such election— 

‘‘(A) in the periodic statement required 
under subsection (b) with respect to such ac-
count at least once each calendar year; and 

‘‘(B) in any such periodic statement which 
includes a notice of the imposition of an 
over-the-limit fee during the period covered 
by the statement. 

‘‘(6) NO FEES IF CONSUMER HAS MADE AN 
ELECTION.—If a consumer has made an elec-
tion under paragraph (1), no over-the-limit 
fee may be imposed on the account for any 
reason that has caused the outstanding bal-
ance in the account to exceed the credit 
limit. 

‘‘(m) OVER-THE-LIMIT FEE RESTRICTIONS.— 
With respect to a credit card account under 
an open end consumer credit plan, an over- 
the-limit fee, as described in subsection 
(c)(1)(B)(iii)— 

‘‘(1) may be imposed on the account only 
when an extension of credit obtained by the 
obligor causes the credit limit on such ac-
count to be exceeded, and may not be im-
posed when such credit limit is exceeded due 
to a fee or interest charge; and 

‘‘(2) may be imposed only once during a 
billing cycle if, on the last day of such bill-
ing cycle, the credit limit on the account is 
exceeded, and may not be imposed in a subse-
quent billing cycle with respect to such ex-
cess credit, unless the obligor has obtained 
an additional extension of credit in excess of 
such credit limit during such subsequent 
cycle. 
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‘‘(n) NO INTEREST CHARGES ON FEES.—With 

respect to a credit card account under an 
open end consumer credit plan, if the cred-
itor imposes a transaction fee on the obligor, 
including a cash advance fee, late fee, over- 
the-limit fee, or balance transfer fee, the 
creditor may not impose or collect interest 
with respect to such fee amount. 

‘‘(o) LIMITS ON CERTAIN FEES.— 
‘‘(1) NO FEE TO PAY A BILLING STATEMENT.— 

With respect to a credit card account under 
an open end consumer credit plan, the cred-
itor may not impose a separate fee to allow 
the obligor to repay an extension of credit or 
finance charge, whether such repayment is 
made by mail, electronic transfer, telephone 
authorization, or other means. 

‘‘(2) REASONABLE FEES FOR VIOLATIONS.— 
The amount of any fee or charge that a card 
issuer may impose in connection with any 
omission with respect to, or violation of, the 
cardholder agreement, including any late 
payment fee, over the limit fee, increase in 
the applicable annual percentage rate, or 
any similar fee or charge, shall be reason-
ably related to the cost to the card issuer of 
such omission or violation. 

‘‘(3) REASONABLE CURRENCY EXCHANGE 
FEE.—With respect to a credit card account 
under an open end consumer credit plan, the 
creditor may impose a fee for exchanging 
United States currency with foreign cur-
rency in an account transaction, only if— 

‘‘(A) such fee reasonably reflects the costs 
incurred by the creditor to perform such cur-
rency exchange; 

‘‘(B) the creditor discloses publicly its 
method for calculating such fee; and 

‘‘(C) the primary Federal regulator of such 
creditor determines that the method for cal-
culating such fee complies with this para-
graph.’’. 
SEC. 104. CONSUMER RIGHT TO REJECT CARD 

BEFORE NOTICE IS PROVIDED OF 
OPEN ACCOUNT. 

Section 127 of the Truth in Lending Act (15 
U.S.C. 1637) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(p) CONSUMER RIGHT TO REJECT CARD BE-
FORE NOTICE OF NEW ACCOUNT IS PROVIDED TO 
CONSUMER REPORTING AGENCY.—A creditor 
may not furnish any information to a con-
sumer reporting agency (as defined in sec-
tion 603) concerning a newly opened credit 
card account under an open end consumer 
credit plan until the credit card has been 
used or activated by the consumer.’’. 
SEC. 105. USE OF TERMS CLARIFIED. 

Section 127 of the Truth in Lending Act (15 
U.S.C. 1637) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(q) USE OF TERMS.—The following require-
ments shall apply with respect to the terms 
of any credit card account under any open 
end consumer credit plan: 

‘‘(1) FIXED RATE.—The term ‘fixed’, when 
appearing in conjunction with a reference to 
the annual percentage rate or interest rate 
applicable with respect to such account, may 
only be used to refer to an annual percentage 
rate or interest rate that will not change or 
vary for any reason over the period specified 
clearly and conspicuously in the terms of the 
account. 

‘‘(2) PRIME RATE.—The term ‘prime rate’, 
when appearing in any agreement or con-
tract for any such account, may only be used 
to refer to the bank prime rate published in 
the Federal Reserve Statistical Release on 
selected interest rates (daily or weekly), and 
commonly referred to as the ‘H.15 release’ 
(or any successor publication).’’. 
SEC. 106. APPLICATION OF CARD PAYMENTS. 

Section 164 of the Truth in Lending Act (15 
U.S.C. 1666c) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section heading and all 
that follows through ‘‘Payments’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘§ 164. Prompt and fair crediting of payments 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Payments’’; 
(2) by inserting ‘‘, by 5:00 p.m. on the date 

on which such payment is due,’’ after ‘‘in 
readily identifiable form’’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘manner, location, and 
time’’ and inserting ‘‘manner, and location’’; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) APPLICATION OF PAYMENTS.—Upon re-

ceipt of a payment from a cardholder, the 
card issuer shall— 

‘‘(1) apply the payment first to the card 
balance bearing the highest rate of interest, 
and then to each successive balance bearing 
the next highest rate of interest, until the 
payment is exhausted; and 

‘‘(2) after complying with paragraph (1), 
apply the payment in a way that minimizes 
the amount of any finance charge to the ac-
count. 

‘‘(c) CHANGES BY CARD ISSUER.—If a card 
issuer makes a material change in the mail-
ing address, office, or procedures for han-
dling cardholder payments, and such change 
causes a material delay in the crediting of a 
cardholder payment made during the 60-day 
period following the date on which such 
change took effect, the card issuer may not 
impose any late fee or finance charge for a 
late payment on the credit card account to 
which such payment was credited. 

‘‘(d) PRESUMPTION OF TIMELY PAYMENT.— 
Any evidence provided by a consumer in the 
form of a receipt from the United States 
Postal Service or other common carrier indi-
cating that a payment on a credit card ac-
count was sent to the card issuer not less 
than 7 days before the due date contained in 
the periodic statement for such payment 
shall create a presumption that such pay-
ment was made by the due date, which may 
be rebutted by the creditor for fraud or dis-
honesty on the part of the consumer with re-
spect to the mailing date.’’. 
SEC. 107. LENGTH OF BILLING PERIOD. 

Section 163(a) of the Truth in Lending Act 
(15 U.S.C. 1668(a)) is amended by striking 
‘‘mailed at least fourteen days prior’’ and in-
serting ‘‘mailed at least 21 days prior’’. 
SEC. 108. PROHIBITION ON UNIVERSAL DEFAULT 

AND UNILATERAL CHANGES TO 
CARDHOLDER AGREEMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 4 of the Truth in 
Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1666 et seq.) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by redesignating section 171 as section 
173; and 

(2) by inserting after section 170 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 171. LIMITS ON INTEREST RATE IN-

CREASES. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—No card issuer may in-

crease any annual percentage rate, fee, or fi-
nance charge applicable to a credit card ac-
count under an open end consumer credit 
plan, or terminate early a lower introduc-
tory rate, fee, or charge, except as permitted 
under this section. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The limitation under 
subsection (a) shall not apply to— 

‘‘(1) an increase due to the scheduled expi-
ration of an introductory term; 

‘‘(2) an increase in a variable annual per-
centage rate, fee, or finance charge in ac-
cordance with a credit card agreement that 
provides for changes according to an index or 
formula; 

‘‘(3) an increase due to a specific, material 
action or omission of a consumer in viola-
tion of an agreement that is directly related 
to such account and that is specified in the 
contract or agreement as grounds for an in-
crease, except that— 

‘‘(A) the creditor may not take into ac-
count information not directly related to the 
account, including adverse information con-

cerning the consumer, information in any 
consumer report, or changes in the credit 
score of the consumer; and 

‘‘(B) an increase described in this para-
graph shall terminate not later than 6 
months after the date on which it is im-
posed, if the consumer commits no further 
violations; or 

‘‘(4) a change that takes effect upon re-
newal of the card in accordance with section 
172. 

‘‘(c) MAP TO LOWER RATE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A card issuer that in-

creases an annual percentage rate, fee, or fi-
nance charge pursuant to subsection (b)(3) 
shall include, together with the notice of 
such increase under section 127(i), a state-
ment, provided in a clear and conspicuous 
manner— 

‘‘(A) of the discrete, specific action or 
omission of the consumer on which the in-
crease was based; and 

‘‘(B) that the increase will terminate in 6 
months if the consumer does not commit fur-
ther violations. 

‘‘(2) BOARD AUTHORITY.—The Board may, by 
rule, provide for exceptions to the require-
ments of subsection (b)(3)(B), if the Board de-
termines that there are other appropriate 
factors that creditors may consider in deter-
mining the appropriate annual percentage 
rate for particular consumers. 
‘‘SEC. 172. UNILATERAL CHANGES IN CREDIT 

CARD AGREEMENT PROHIBITED. 
‘‘A card issuer may not amend or change 

the terms of a credit card contract or agree-
ment under an open end consumer credit 
plan, until after the date on which the credit 
card will expire if not renewed.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 4 of the Truth in Lend-
ing Act is amended by striking the item re-
lating to section 171 and inserting the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘171. Universal defaults prohibited. 
‘‘172. Unilateral changes in credit card agree-

ment prohibited. 
‘‘173. Applicability of State laws.’’. 
SEC. 109. ENHANCED PENALTIES. 

Section 130(a)(2)(A) of the Truth in Lend-
ing Act (15 U.S.C. 1640(a)(2)(A)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘or (iii) in the’’ and inserting the 
following: ‘‘(iii) in the case of an individual 
action relating to an open end consumer 
credit plan that is not secured by real prop-
erty or a dwelling, twice the amount of any 
finance charge in connection with the trans-
action, with a minimum of $500 and a max-
imum of $5,000, or such higher amount as 
may be appropriate in the case of an estab-
lished pattern or practice of such failures; or 
(iv) in the’’. 
SEC. 110. ENHANCED OVERSIGHT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 127 of the Truth 
in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1637) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(s) EVALUATION OF CREDIT CARD POLICIES 
AND PROCEDURES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In connection with its 
examination of a credit card issuer under its 
supervision, each agency referred to in para-
graphs (1), (2), and (3) of section 108(a) shall 
conduct, as appropriate, an evaluation of the 
credit card policies and procedures used by 
such card issuer to ensure compliance with 
this section and sections 163, 164, 171, and 172. 
Such agency shall promptly require the card 
issuer to take any corrective action needed 
to address any violations of any such sec-
tion. 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Each 
year, each agency referred to in subsections 
(a) and (c) of section 108 shall submit a re-
port to Congress concerning the administra-
tion of its functions under this section, in-
cluding such recommendations as the agency 
deems necessary or appropriate. Each such 
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report shall include an assessment of the ex-
tent to which compliance with the require-
ments of this section is being achieved and a 
summary of the enforcement actions taken 
by the agency assigned administrative en-
forcement responsibilities under subsections 
(a) and (c) of section 108.’’. 

(b) STRENGTHENED CREDIT CARD INFORMA-
TION COLLECTION.—Section 136(b) of the 
Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1646(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘The Board shall’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) INFORMATION TO BE INCLUDED.—The in-

formation under subparagraph (A) shall in-
clude, as of a date designated by the Board— 

‘‘(i) a list of each type of transaction or 
event for which one or more of the card 
issuers has imposed a separate interest rate 
upon a cardholder, including purchases, cash 
advances, and balance transfers; 

‘‘(ii) for each type of transaction or event 
identified under clause (i)— 

‘‘(I) each distinct interest rate charged by 
the card issuer to a cardholder, as of the des-
ignated date; 

‘‘(II) the number of cardholders to whom 
each such interest rate was applied during 
the calendar month immediately preceding 
the designated date, and the total amount of 
interest charged to such cardholders at each 
such rate during such month; 

‘‘(III) the number of cardholders who are 
paying the stated default annual percentage 
rate applicable in cases in which the account 
is past due or the account holder is other-
wise in violation of the terms of the account 
agreement; and 

‘‘(IV) the number of cardholders who are 
paying above such stated default annual per-
centage rate; 

‘‘(iii) a list of each type of fee that one or 
more of the card issuers has imposed upon a 
cardholder as of the designated date, includ-
ing any fee imposed for obtaining a cash ad-
vance, making a late payment, exceeding the 
credit limit on an account, making a balance 
transfer, or exchanging United States dollars 
for foreign currency; 

‘‘(iv) for each type of fee identified under 
clause (iii), the number of cardholders upon 
whom the fee was imposed during the cal-
endar month immediately preceding the des-
ignated date, and the total amount of fees 
imposed upon cardholders during such 
month; 

‘‘(v) the total number of cardholders that 
incurred any interest charge or any fee dur-
ing the calendar month immediately pre-
ceding the designated date; and 

‘‘(vi) any other information related to in-
terest rates, fees, or other charges that the 
Board deems of interest.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Board 

shall, on an annual basis, transmit to Con-
gress and make public a report containing an 
assessment by the Board of the profitability 
of credit card operations of depository insti-
tutions. Such report shall include estimates 
by the Board of the approximate, relative 
percentage of income derived by such oper-
ations from— 

‘‘(A) the imposition of interest rates on 
cardholders, including separate estimates 
for— 

‘‘(i) interest with an annual percentage 
rate of less than 25 percent; and 

‘‘(ii) interest with an annual percentage 
rate equal to or greater than 25 percent; 

‘‘(B) the imposition of fees on cardholders; 
‘‘(C) the imposition of fees on merchants; 

and 
‘‘(D) any other material source of income, 

while specifying the nature of that income.’’. 

SEC. 111. CLERICAL AMENDMENTS. 
Section 103(i) of the Truth in Lending Act 

(15 U.S.C. 1602(i)) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘term’’ and all that follows 

through ‘‘means’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘terms ‘open end credit plan’ and 
‘open end consumer credit plan’ mean’’; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘or 
open end consumer credit plan’’ after ‘‘credit 
plan’’ each place that term appears. 

TITLE II—ENHANCED CONSUMER 
DISCLOSURES 

SEC. 201. PAYOFF TIMING DISCLOSURES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 127(b)(11) of the 

Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1637(b)(11)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(11)(A) A written statement in the fol-
lowing form: ‘Minimum Payment Warning: 
Making only the minimum payment will in-
crease the interest rate you pay and the time 
it takes to repay your balance.’. 

‘‘(B) Repayment information that would 
apply to the outstanding balance of the con-
sumer under the credit plan, including— 

‘‘(i) the number of months (rounded to the 
nearest month) that it would take to pay the 
entire amount of that balance, if the con-
sumer pays only the required minimum 
monthly payments and if no further ad-
vances are made; 

‘‘(ii) the total cost to the consumer, in-
cluding interest and principal payments, of 
paying that balance in full, if the consumer 
pays only the required minimum monthly 
payments and if no further advances are 
made; and 

‘‘(iii) the monthly payment amount that 
would be required for the consumer to elimi-
nate the outstanding balance in 36 months, if 
no further advances are made, and the total 
cost to the consumer, including interest and 
principal payments, of paying that balance 
in full if the consumer pays the balance over 
36 months. 

‘‘(C)(i) Subject to clause (ii), in making the 
disclosures under subparagraph (B), the cred-
itor shall apply the interest rate or rates in 
effect on the date on which the disclosure is 
made until the date on which the balance 
would be paid in full. 

‘‘(ii) If the interest rate in effect on the 
date on which the disclosure is made is a 
temporary rate that will change under a con-
tractual provision applying an index or for-
mula for subsequent interest rate adjust-
ment, the creditor shall apply the interest 
rate in effect on the date on which the dis-
closure is made for as long as that interest 
rate will apply under that contractual provi-
sion, and then apply an interest rate based 
on the index or formula in effect on the ap-
plicable billing date. 

‘‘(D) All of the information described in 
subparagraph (B) shall— 

‘‘(i) be disclosed in the form and manner 
which the Board shall prescribe, by regula-
tion, and in a manner that avoids duplica-
tion; and 

‘‘(ii) be placed in a conspicuous and promi-
nent location on the billing statement, in 
typeface that is at least as large as the larg-
est type on the statement. 

‘‘(E) In the regulations prescribed under 
subparagraph (D), the Board shall require 
that the disclosure of such information shall 
be in the form of a table that— 

‘‘(i) contains clear and concise headings for 
each item of such information; and 

‘‘(ii) provides a clear and concise form 
stating each item of information required to 
be disclosed under each such heading. 

‘‘(F) In prescribing the form of the table 
under subparagraph (E), the Board shall re-
quire that— 

‘‘(i) all of the information in the table, and 
not just a reference to the table, be placed on 
the billing statement, as required by this 
paragraph; and 

‘‘(ii) the items required to be included in 
the table shall be listed in the order in which 
such items are set forth in subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(G) In prescribing the form of the table 
under subparagraph (D), the Board shall em-
ploy terminology which is different than the 
terminology which is employed in subpara-
graph (B), if such terminology is more easily 
understood and conveys substantially the 
same meaning.’’. 

(b) CIVIL LIABILITY.—Section 130(a) of the 
Truth in Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1640(a)) is 
amended, in the undesignated paragraph fol-
lowing paragraph (4), by striking the second 
sentence and inserting the following: ‘‘In 
connection with the disclosures referred to 
in subsections (a) and (b) of section 127, a 
creditor shall have a liability determined 
under paragraph (2) only for failing to com-
ply with the requirements of section 125, 
127(a), or any of paragraphs (4) through (13) 
of section 127(b), or for failing to comply 
with disclosure requirements under State 
law for any term or item that the Board has 
determined to be substantially the same in 
meaning under section 111(a)(2) as any of the 
terms or items referred to in section 127(a), 
or any of paragraphs (4) through (13) of sec-
tion 127(b).’’. 

SEC. 202. REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO LATE 
PAYMENT DEADLINES AND PEN-
ALTIES. 

Section 127(b)(12) of the Truth in Lending 
Act (15 U.S.C. 1637(b)(12)) is amended to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(12) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO LATE PAY-
MENT DEADLINES AND PENALTIES.— 

‘‘(A) LATE PAYMENT DEADLINE AND POST-
MARK DATE REQUIRED TO BE DISCLOSED.—In 
the case of a credit card account under an 
open end consumer credit plan under which a 
late fee or charge may be imposed due to the 
failure of the obligor to make payment on or 
before the due date for such payment, the 
periodic statement required under sub-
section (b) with respect to the account shall 
include, in a conspicuous location on the 
billing statement— 

‘‘(i) the date on which the payment is due 
or, if different, the date on which a late pay-
ment fee will be charged, together with the 
amount of the fee or charge to be imposed if 
payment is made after that date; and 

‘‘(ii) the date by which the payment must 
be postmarked, if paid by mail, in order to 
avoid the imposition of a late payment fee 
with respect to the payment, and a state-
ment to that effect. 

‘‘(B) DISCLOSURE OF INCREASE IN INTEREST 
RATES FOR LATE PAYMENTS.—If 1 or more late 
payments under an open end consumer credit 
plan may result in an increase in the annual 
percentage rate applicable to the account, 
the statement required under subsection (b) 
with respect to the account shall include 
conspicuous notice of such fact, together 
with the applicable penalty annual percent-
age rate, in close proximity to the disclosure 
required under subparagraph (A) of the date 
on which payment is due under the terms of 
the account. 

‘‘(C) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO POSTMARK 
DATE.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The date included in a 
periodic statement pursuant to subparagraph 
(A)(ii) with regard to the postmark on a pay-
ment shall allow, in accordance with regula-
tions prescribed by the Board under clause 
(ii), a reasonable time for the consumer to 
make the payment and a reasonable time for 
the delivery of the payment by the due date. 

‘‘(ii) BOARD REGULATIONS.—The Board shall 
prescribe guidelines for determining a rea-
sonable period of time for making a payment 
and delivery of a payment for purposes of 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:17 Oct 23, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00066 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD08\S10JY8.REC S10JY8m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6577 July 10, 2008 
clause (i), after consultation with the Post-
master General of the United States and rep-
resentatives of consumer and trade organiza-
tions. 

‘‘(D) PAYMENTS AT LOCAL BRANCHES.—If the 
creditor, in the case of a credit card account 
referred to in subparagraph (A), is a financial 
institution which maintains branches or of-
fices at which payments on any such account 
are accepted from the obligor in person, the 
date on which the obligor makes a payment 
on the account at such branch or office shall 
be considered to be the date on which the 
payment is made for purposes of determining 
whether a late fee or charge may be imposed 
due to the failure of the obligor to make pay-
ment on or before the due date for such pay-
ment.’’. 
SEC. 203. RENEWAL DISCLOSURES. 

Section 127(d) of the Truth in Lending Act 
(15 U.S.C. 1637(d)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (2); 
(2) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (2); and 
(3) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Except as 

provided in paragraph (2), a card issuer’’ and 
inserting the following: ‘‘A card issuer that 
has changed or amended any term of the ac-
count since the last renewal or’’. 

TITLE III—PROTECTION OF YOUNG 
CONSUMERS 

SEC. 301. EXTENSIONS OF CREDIT TO UNDERAGE 
CONSUMERS. 

Section 127(c) of the Truth in Lending Act 
(15 U.S.C. 1637(c)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(8) APPLICATIONS FROM UNDERAGE CON-
SUMERS.— 

‘‘(A) PROHIBITION ON ISSUANCE.—No credit 
card may be issued to, or open end consumer 
credit plan established by or on behalf of, a 
consumer who has not attained the age of 21, 
unless the consumer has submitted a written 
application to the card issuer that meets the 
requirements of subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS.—An ap-
plication to open a credit card account by an 
individual who has not attained the age of 21 
as of the date of submission of the applica-
tion shall require— 

‘‘(i) the signature of the parent, legal 
guardian, or any other individual over the 
age of 21 having a means to repay debts in-
curred by the consumer in connection with 
the account, indicating joint liability for 
debts incurred by the consumer in connec-
tion with the account before the consumer 
has attained the age of 21; 

‘‘(ii) submission by the consumer of finan-
cial information indicating an independent 
means of repaying any obligation arising 
from the proposed extension of credit in con-
nection with the account; or 

‘‘(iii) completion of a certified financial 
literacy or financial education course de-
signed for young consumers. 

‘‘(C) CERTIFIED FINANCIAL LITERACY OR EDU-
CATION COURSES FOR YOUNG CONSUMERS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury, acting through the Office of Fi-
nancial Literacy and Education (in this sub-
paragraph referred to as ‘OFE’), shall make 
and publish a list of all courses and programs 
that have been certified for financial lit-
eracy or financial education purposes appro-
priate for young consumers. When devel-
oping the certification criteria the OFE shall 
take into account the course or program’s— 

‘‘(I) proven track record in producing 
changed consumer behavior; and 

‘‘(II) use of practices or curricula that have 
been shown to change consumer behavior. 

‘‘(ii) EXPLICIT ELIGIBILITY.—Courses taken 
that are offered or required by colleges, uni-
versities, and high schools may be certified 
by the OFE for purposes of this subpara-
graph, as well as other programs and 

courses. The OFE shall make an effort to 
provide certification to all types of programs 
and courses, including those that are con-
ducted by nonprofit, faith-based, or for-profit 
institutions and State and local govern-
ments. 

‘‘(iii) SELECT PROGRAMS.—From among 
those courses or programs that are certified 
by the OFE under this subparagraph, the 
OFE may designate a select number of pro-
grams or courses that produce results that 
are far better than those produced by other 
certified programs as ‘highly certified’.’’. 
SEC. 302. RESTRICTIONS ON CERTAIN AFFINITY 

CARDS. 
Section 127 of the Truth in Lending Act (15 

U.S.C. 1637), as amended by this Act, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(t) RESTRICTIONS ON ISSUANCE OF AFFINITY 
CARDS TO STUDENTS.—No credit card account 
under an open end consumer credit plan may 
be established by an individual who has not 
attained the age of 21 as of the date of sub-
mission of the application pursuant to any 
direct or indirect agreement relating to af-
finity cards, as defined by the Board, be-
tween the creditor and an institution of 
higher education, as defined in section 101(a) 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001(a)), unless the requirements of sub-
section (c)(8) are met with respect to the ob-
ligor.’’. 
SEC. 303. PROTECTION OF YOUNG CONSUMERS 

FROM PRESCREENED CREDIT OF-
FERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 604(c)(1)(B) of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 
1681b(c)(1)(B)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; and 

(2) in clause (iii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting the following: ‘‘; and 

‘‘(iv) the consumer report indicates that 
the consumer is age 21 or older, except that 
a consumer who is at least 18 years of age 
may elect, in accordance with subsection 
(e)(7), to authorize the consumer reporting 
agency to include the name and address of 
the consumer in any list of names provided 
by the agency pursuant to this paragraph.’’. 

(b) OPT-IN FOR YOUNG CONSUMERS.—Section 
604(e) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 
U.S.C. 1681b(e)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the subsection heading and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(e) ELECTION OF CONSUMERS REGARDING 
LISTS.—’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(7) OPT-IN FOR UNDERAGE CONSUMERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A consumer who is at 

least 18 years of age, but has not attained his 
or her 21st birthday, may elect to have the 
name and address of the consumer included 
in any list provided by a consumer reporting 
agency under subsection (c)(1)(B) in connec-
tion with a credit or insurance transaction 
that is not initiated by the consumer by no-
tifying the agency in accordance with sub-
paragraph (B) that the consumer consents to 
the use of a consumer report relating to the 
consumer in connection with any credit or 
insurance transaction that is not initiated 
by the consumer. 

‘‘(B) MANNER OF NOTIFICATION.—An election 
by a consumer described in subparagraph (A) 
shall be in writing, using a signed notice of 
election form issued or made available elec-
tronically by the consumer reporting agency 
at the request of the consumer for purposes 
of this paragraph. 

‘‘(C) EFFECTIVENESS OF ELECTION.—An elec-
tion by a consumer under subparagraph (A) 
to be included in a list provided by a con-
sumer reporting agency— 

‘‘(i) shall be effective until the earlier of— 
‘‘(I) the 21st birthday of the consumer; or 
‘‘(II) the date on which the consumer noti-

fies the agency, through the notification sys-

tem established by the agency under para-
graph (5), that the election is no longer effec-
tive; and 

‘‘(ii) shall be effective with respect to each 
affiliate of the agency. 

‘‘(D) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—An election 
by a consumer under subparagraph (A) to be 
included in a list provided by a consumer re-
porting agency may not be construed to 
limit the applicability of this subsection to 
any person age 21 or older, and the consumer 
may elect to be excluded from any such list 
after the attainment of his or her 21st birth-
day in the manner otherwise provided under 
this subsection.’’. 

TITLE IV—FEDERAL AGENCY 
COORDINATION 

SEC. 401. INCLUSION OF ALL FEDERAL BANKING 
AGENCIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 18(f)(1) of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 
57a(f)(1)) is amended in the second sentence— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System (with respect to 
banks) and the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board (with respect to savings and loan in-
stitutions described in paragraph (3)) and the 
National Credit Union Administration Board 
(with respect to Federal credit unions de-
scribed in paragraph (4))’’ and inserting 
‘‘Each appropriate Federal banking agency’’; 
and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘in consultation with the 
Commission’’ after ‘‘shall prescribe regula-
tions’’. 

(b) FTC CONCURRENT RULEMAKING.—Sec-
tion 18(f)(1) of the Federal Trade Commission 
Act (15 U.S.C. 57a(f)(1)) is amended by insert-
ing after the second sentence the following: 
‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this section, whenever such agencies com-
mence such a rulemaking proceeding, the 
Commission, with respect to the entities 
within its jurisdiction under this Act, may 
commence a rulemaking proceeding and pre-
scribe regulations in accordance with section 
553 of title 5, United States Code. The Com-
mission, the Federal banking agencies, and 
the National Credit Union Administration 
Board shall consult and coordinate with each 
other so that the regulations prescribed by 
each such agency are consistent with and 
comparable to the regulations prescribed by 
each other such agency, to the extent prac-
ticable.’’. 

(c) PRESERVATION OF STATE LAW.—Section 
18(f)(6) of the Federal Trade Commission Act 
(15 U.S.C. 57a(f)(6)) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(6) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this subsection or any other provision of 
law, regulations promulgated under this sub-
section shall be considered supplemental to 
State laws governing unfair and deceptive 
acts and practices, and may not be construed 
to preempt any provision of State law that 
provides equal or greater protections.’’. 

(d) GAO STUDY AND REPORT.—Not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment 
of this Act, the Comptroller General shall 
transmit to Congress a report on the status 
of regulations of the Federal banking agen-
cies and the National Credit Union Adminis-
tration regarding unfair and deceptive acts 
or practices by depository institutions and 
Federal credit unions. 

(e) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—Section 18(f) of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 57a(f)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘‘BOARD’’ and all that follows through ‘‘AD-
MINISTRATION’’ and inserting ‘‘APPROPRIATE 
FEDERAL BANKING AGENCIES’’ 

(2) in paragraph (1), in the first sentence— 
(A) by striking ‘‘banks or savings and loan 

institutions described in paragraph (3), each 
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agency specified in paragraph (2) or (3) of 
this subsection shall establish’’ and inserting 
‘‘depository institutions or Federal credit 
unions, each appropriate Federal banking 
agency shall establish’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘banks or savings and loan 
institutions described in paragraph (3), sub-
ject to its jurisdiction’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
depository institutions or Federal credit 
unions subject to the jurisdiction of such ap-
propriate Federal banking agency’’; 

(3) in paragraph (1), in the final sentence— 
(A) by striking ‘‘each such Board’’ and in-

serting ‘‘each such appropriate Federal 
banking agency’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘banks or savings and loan 
institutions described in paragraph (3), or 
Federal credit unions described in paragraph 
(4), as the case may be,’’ each place that 
term appears and inserting ‘‘depository in-
stitutions or Federal credit unions subject to 
the jurisdiction of such appropriate Federal 
banking agency’’; 

(C) by striking ‘‘(A) any such Board’’ and 
inserting ‘‘(A) any such appropriate Federal 
banking agency’’; and 

(D) by striking ‘‘with respect to banks, 
savings and loan institutions’’ and inserting 
‘‘with respect to depository institutions’’; 

(4) in paragraph (2)(C), by inserting ‘‘than’’ 
after ‘‘(other’’; 

(5) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘by the 
Director of the Office of Thrift Supervision’’ 
before the period at the end; 

(6) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘by the 
National Credit Union Administration’’ be-
fore the period at the end; 

(7) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System’’ 
and inserting ‘‘any Federal banking agency 
or the National Credit Union Administration 
Board’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(8) For purposes of this subsection— 
‘‘(A) the term ‘appropriate Federal bank-

ing agency’ has the same meaning as in sec-
tion 3 of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act, 
and includes the National Credit Union Ad-
ministration Board with respect to Federal 
credit unions; 

‘‘(B) the terms ‘depository institution’ and 
‘Federal banking agency’ have the same 
meanings as in section 3 of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1813); and 

‘‘(C) the term ‘Federal credit union’ has 
the same meaning as in section 101 of the 
Federal Credit Union Act (12 U.S.C. 1752).’’. 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
SEC. 501. STUDY AND REPORT. 

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Comptroller 
General (in this section referred to as the 
‘‘Comptroller’’) shall conduct a study on 
interchange fees and their effects on con-
sumers and merchants. The Comptroller 
shall review— 

(1) the extent to which interchange fees are 
required to be disclosed to consumers and 
merchants, and how such fees are overseen 
by the Federal banking agencies or other 
regulators; 

(2) the ways in which the interchange sys-
tem affects the ability of merchants of vary-
ing size to negotiate pricing with card asso-
ciations and banks; 

(3) the costs and factors incorporated into 
interchange fees, such as advertising, bonus 
miles, and rewards, how such costs and fac-
tors vary among cards; and 

(4) the consequences of the undisclosed na-
ture of interchange fees on merchants and 
consumers with regard to prices charged for 
goods and services. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller shall submit a report to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 

Affairs of the Senate and the Committee on 
Financial Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives containing a detailed summary 
of the findings and conclusions of the study 
required by this section, together with such 
recommendations for legislative or adminis-
trative actions as may be appropriate. 
SEC. 502. CREDIT CARD SAFETY RATING SYSTEM 

COMMISSION STUDY. 
(a) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 

‘‘safety’’ refers to the amount of risk to 
cardholders that results from credit card 
practices and terms in credit card agree-
ments that are either not well understood by 
consumers, or are not easily understood, or 
could have an adverse financial effect on 
consumers, other than interest rates, peri-
odic fees, or rewards. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF SAFETY RATING SYS-
TEM.—The Comptroller General of the United 
States (in this section referred to as the 
‘‘Comptroller’’) shall establish an entity to 
be known as the ‘‘Credit Card Safety Rating 
System Commission’’ (in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Commission’’). 

(c) DUTIES.—The duties of the Commission 
shall be— 

(1) to determine if a rating system to allow 
cardholders to quickly assess the level of 
safety of credit card agreements would be 
beneficial to consumers; 

(2) to assess the impact on credit card 
transparency and consumer safety of various 
rating system policy options, including— 

(A) the use of a 5-star rating system to re-
flect the relative safety of card terms, mar-
keting and customer service practices, and 
product features; 

(B) making the use of the system manda-
tory for all cards; 

(C) requiring a graphic display of rating on 
all marketing material, applications, billing 
statements, and agreements associated with 
that credit card, as well as on the back of 
each such credit card; 

(D) requiring an annual review of the safe-
ty rating system, to determine whether the 
point system is effectively aiding consumers 
and encouraging transparent competition 
and fairness to consumers; and 

(E) requiring consumer access to ratings 
through public website and other outreach 
programs 

(3) if it is deemed beneficial, to make rec-
ommendations to Congress concerning how 
such a system should be devised; 

(4) to study the effects of such system on 
the availability and affordability of credit 
and the implications of changes in credit 
availability and affordability in the United 
States and in the general market for credit 
services due to the rating system; and 

(5) by not later than March 1 of the second 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
to submit a report to Congress containing 
detailed results and recommendations, in-
cluding how to create such system, if cre-
ating such system is recommended. 

(d) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) NUMBER AND APPOINTMENT.—The Com-

mission shall be composed of 15 members ap-
pointed by the Comptroller, in accordance 
with this section. 

(2) QUALIFICATIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The membership of the 

Commission, subject to subparagraph (B), 
shall include individuals— 

(i) who have achieved national recognition 
for their expertise in credit cards, debt man-
agement, economics, credit availability, con-
sumer protection, and other credit card re-
lated issues and fields; and 

(ii) who provide a mix of different profes-
sions, a broad geographic representation, and 
a balance between urban and rural represent-
atives. 

(B) MAKEUP OF COMMISSION.—The Commis-
sion shall be comprised of— 

(i) 4 representatives from consumer groups; 
(ii) 4 representatives from credit card 

issuers or banks; 
(iii) 7 representatives from nonprofit re-

search entities or nonpartisan experts in 
banking and credit cards; and 

(iv) not fewer than 1 of the members de-
scribed in clauses (i) through (iii) who rep-
resents each of— 

(I) the elderly; 
(II) economically disadvantaged con-

sumers; 
(III) racial or ethnic minorities; and 
(IV) students and minors. 
(C) ETHICS DISCLOSURES.—The Comptroller 

shall establish a system for public disclosure 
by members of the Commission of financial 
and other potential conflicts of interest re-
lating to such members. Members of the 
Commission shall be treated in the same 
manner as employees of Congress whose pay 
is disbursed by the Secretary of the Senate 
for purposes of title I of the Ethics in Gov-
ernment Act of 1978 (Public Law 95–521). 

(3) CHAIRPERSON; VICE CHAIRPERSON.—The 
Comptroller shall designate a member of the 
Commission, at the time of appointment of 
the member as Chairperson and a member as 
Vice Chairperson for that term of appoint-
ment, except that in the case of vacancy in 
the position of Chairperson or Vice Chair-
person of the Commission, the Comptroller 
may designate another member for the re-
mainder of the term of that member. 

(4) TERMS.—Members of the Commission 
shall be appointed for the life of the Commis-
sion. Any vacancies shall not affect the 
power and duties of the Commission but 
shall be filled in the same manner as the 
original appointment. 

(5) COMPENSATION.— 
(A) MEMBERS.—While serving on the busi-

ness of the Commission (including travel 
time), a member of the Commission shall be 
entitled to compensation at the per diem 
equivalent of the rate provided for level IV of 
the Executive Schedule under section 5315 of 
title 5, United States Code, and while so 
serving away from home and the regular 
place of business of the member, the member 
may be allowed travel expenses, as author-
ized by the Chairperson. 

(B) OTHER EMPLOYEES.—For purposes of 
pay (other than pay of members of the Com-
mission) and employment benefits, rights, 
and privileges, all employees of the Commis-
sion shall be treated as if they were employ-
ees of the United States Senate. 

(6) MEETINGS.—The Commission shall meet 
at the call of the Chairperson. 

(e) DIRECTOR AND STAFF; EXPERTS AND CON-
SULTANTS.—Subject to such review as the 
Comptroller determines necessary to assure 
the efficient administration of the Commis-
sion, the Commission may— 

(1) employ and fix the compensation of an 
Executive Director (subject to the approval 
of the Comptroller General) and such other 
personnel as may be necessary to carry out 
its duties (without regard to the provisions 
of title 5, United States Code, governing ap-
pointments in the competitive service); 

(2) seek such assistance and support as 
may be required in the performance of its du-
ties from appropriate Federal departments 
and agencies; 

(3) enter into contracts or make other ar-
rangements, as may be necessary for the 
conduct of the work of the Commission 
(without regard to section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States (41 U.S.C. 
5)); 

(4) make advance, progress, and other pay-
ments which relate to the work of the Com-
mission; 

(5) provide transportation and subsistence 
for persons serving without compensation; 
and 
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(6) prescribe such rules and regulations as 

it determines necessary with respect to the 
internal organization and operation of the 
Commission. 

(f) POWERS.— 
(1) OBTAINING OFFICIAL DATA.—The Com-

mission may secure directly from any de-
partment or agency of the United States in-
formation necessary to enable it to carry out 
this section. Upon request of the Chair-
person, the head of that department or agen-
cy shall furnish that information to the 
Commission on an agreed upon schedule. 

(2) DATA COLLECTION.—In order to carry out 
its functions, the Commission shall— 

(A) utilize existing information, both pub-
lished and unpublished, where possible, col-
lected and assessed either by its own staff or 
under other arrangements made in accord-
ance with this section; 

(B) carry out, or award grants or contracts 
for, original research and experimentation, 
where existing information is inadequate; 
and 

(C) adopt procedures allowing any inter-
ested party to submit information for the 
Commission’s use in making reports and rec-
ommendations. 

(3) ACCESS OF GAO INFORMATION.—The 
Comptroller shall have unrestricted access 
to all deliberations, records, and nonpropri-
etary data of the Commission, immediately 
upon request. 

(4) PERIODIC AUDIT.—The Commission shall 
be subject to periodic audit by the Comp-
troller. 

(g) ADMINISTRATIVE AND SUPPORT SERV-
ICES.—The Comptroller shall provide such 
administrative and support services to the 
Commission as may be necessary to carry 
out this section. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Commission such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I know 
the Senator from Connecticut has to 
leave, but before he does leave the 
floor, I congratulate and commend him 
on this bill. He has put a huge amount 
of effort into this issue over the years. 
This bill reflects that effort. His lead-
ership in this matter will make a huge 
difference in getting this bill enacted. I 
thank him for that leadership and 
thank him for this bill. 

Mr. DODD. I thank my colleague. 
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, the legis-

lation we are introducing today is 
going to combat credit card abuses 
that have been hurting American con-
sumers for far too long. With all the 
economic hardship facing Americans 
today, from falling home prices to ris-
ing gasoline and food costs, it is more 
important than ever for Congress to 
act now to stop credit card abuses and 
protect American families from unfair 
credit card practices. 

Credit card companies regularly use 
a host of unfair practices. They hike 
the interest rates of cardholders who 
pay on time and comply with their 
credit card agreements. They impose 
interest rates as high as 32 percent. 
They charge interest for debt that was 
paid on time. They apply higher inter-
est rates retroactively to existing cred-
it card debt. They pile on excessive fees 
and then have the gall to charge inter-
est on those fees. They apply consumer 
payments first to the debt with the 
least expensive interest rate, saving 

the higher interest rate debt to be paid 
off last. And they engage in a number 
of other unfair practices that are bury-
ing American consumers in a mountain 
of debt. It is long past time to enact 
legislation to protect American con-
sumers. 

The bill we are introducing today 
will not only help protect consumers, 
but it will also help ensure that credit 
card companies willing to do the right 
thing are not put at a competitive dis-
advantage by companies continuing 
unfair practices. 

Some argue that Congress does not 
need to ban unfair credit card prac-
tices. They contend that improved dis-
closure alone will empower consumers 
to seek out better deals. Sunlight can 
be a powerful disinfectant, but credit 
cards have become such complex finan-
cial products that even improved dis-
closure will not be enough to curb the 
abuses. Some practices are so con-
fusing that consumers cannot easily 
understand them. Additionally, better 
disclosure does not always lead to 
greater market competition, especially 
when essentially an entire industry is 
using and benefiting from practices 
that unfairly hurt consumers. 

Credit card issuers like to say they 
are engaged in a risky business, lend-
ing unsecured debt to millions of con-
sumers. But it is clear they have 
learned to price credit card products in 
ways that produce enormous profit. 
For the last decade, credit card issuers 
have maintained their position as the 
most profitable sector in the consumer 
lending field and reported consistently 
higher rates of return than commercial 
banks. 

In 2006, Americans used 700 million 
credit cards to buy about $2 trillion in 
goods and services. The average Amer-
ican family now has five credit cards. 
Credit cards are being used to pay for 
groceries, mortgage payments, and 
even taxes, and they are saddling U.S. 
consumers, from college students to 
seniors, with a mountain of debt. The 
latest figures show that U.S. credit 
card debt is now approaching $1 tril-
lion. These consumers are routinely 
being subjected to unfair practices that 
squeeze them for ever more money, 
sinking them further into debt. 

While the remaining legislative days 
in this Congress are dwindling, there is 
still time to enact strong credit card 
reform legislation. Too many Amer-
ican families are being hurt by too 
many unfair credit card practices to 
delay action any longer. 

I commend Senator DODD for tack-
ling credit card reform. I look forward 
to Congress taking the steps needed 
this session to ban unfair practices 
that are causing so much pain and fi-
nancial damage to American families 
today. 

Credit card abuse is a topic, as Sen-
ator DODD mentioned, with which I 
have been deeply involved over the past 
several years through a number of in-
vestigations in the Permanent Sub-
committee on Investigations. We held 

two subcommittee hearings in 2007, and 
based on our investigative hearings, I 
introduced legislation called the Stop 
Unfair Practices in Credit Cards Act, S. 
1395, to ban the outrageous credit card 
abuses that were documented in the 
hearings. I was pleased that Senators 
MCCASKILL, LEAHY, DURBIN, BINGAMAN, 
CANTWELL, WHITEHOUSE, KOHL, BROWN, 
STEVENS, and SANDERS, our Presiding 
Officer, joined as cosponsors. 

This new bill, the Dodd-Levin bill in-
troduced today, as Senator DODD men-
tioned, incorporates almost all the pro-
visions of S. 1395, and it adds other im-
portant protections as well. It is the 
strongest credit card bill yet in Con-
gress. 

I would like to add to the record 
more detailing of the provisions of this 
bill, along with an overview of some of 
the most prevalent abuses that we un-
covered and some of the stories that 
American consumers shared with us 
during the course of the inquiries car-
ried out by my Permanent Sub-
committee on Investigations. 

With regard to excessive fees, the 
first case history we examined illus-
trates the fact that major credit card 
issuers today impose a host of fees on 
their cardholders, including late fees 
and over-the-limit fees that are not 
only substantial in themselves but can 
contribute to years of debt for families 
unable to immediately pay them. 

Wesley Wannemacher of Lima, OH, 
testified at our March 2007 hearing. In 
2001 and 2002, Mr. Wannemacher used a 
new credit card to pay for expenses 
mostly related to his wedding. He 
charged a total of about $3,200, which 
exceeded the card’s credit limit by $200. 
He spent the next 6 years trying to pay 
off the debt, averaging payments of 
about $1,000 per year. As of February 
2007, he had paid about $6,300 on his 
$3,200 debt, but his billing statement 
showed he still owed $4,400. 

How is it possible that a man pays 
$6,300 on a $3,200 credit card debt, but 
still owes $4,400? Here is how. On top of 
the $3,200 debt, Mr. Wannemacher was 
charged by the credit card issuer about 
$4,900 in interest, $1,100 in late fees, and 
$1,500 in over-the-limit fees. He was hit 
47 times with over-limit fees, even 
though he went over the limit only 
three times and exceeded the limit by 
only $200. Altogether, these fees and 
the interest charges added up to $7,500, 
which, on top of the original $3,200 
credit card debt, produced total 
charges to him of $10,700. 

In other words, the interest charges 
and fees more than tripled the original 
$3,200 credit card debt, despite pay-
ments by the cardholder averaging 
$1,000 per year. Unfair? Clearly, I 
think, but our investigation has shown 
that sky-high interest charges and fees 
are not uncommon in the credit card 
industry. While the Wannemacher ac-
count happened to be at Chase, penalty 
interest rates and fees are also em-
ployed by other major credit card 
issuers. 

The week before the March hearing, 
Chase decided to forgive the remaining 
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debt on the Wannemacher account, and 
while that was great news for the 
Wannemacher family, that decision 
doesn’t begin to resolve the problem of 
excessive credit card fees and sky-high 
interest rates that trap too many hard- 
working families in a downward spiral 
of debt. 

These high fees are made worse by 
the industry-wide practice of including 
all fees in a consumer’s outstanding 
balance so that they incur interest 
charges. It is one thing for a bank to 
charge interest on funds lent to a con-
sumer; charging interest on penalty 
fees goes too far. 

Another galling practice featured in 
our March hearing involves the fact 
that credit card debt that is paid on 
time routinely accrues interest 
charges, and credit card bills that are 
paid on time and in full are routinely 
inflated with what I call ‘‘trailing in-
terest.’’ Every single credit card issuer 
contacted by the Subcommittee en-
gaged in both of these unfair practices 
which squeeze additional interest 
charges from responsible cardholders. 

Here is how it works. Suppose a con-
sumer who usually pays his account in 
full, and owes no money on December 
1, makes a lot of purchases in Decem-
ber, and gets a January 1 credit card 
bill for $5,020. That bill is due January 
15. Suppose the consumer pays that bill 
on time, but pays $5,000 instead of the 
full amount owed. What do you think 
the consumer owes on the next bill? 

If you thought the bill would be the 
$20 past due plus interest on the $20, 
you would be wrong. In fact, under in-
dustry practice today, the bill would 
likely be twice as much. That is be-
cause the consumer would have to pay 
interest, not just on the $20 that wasn’t 
paid on time, but also on the $5,000 that 
was paid on time. In other words, the 
consumer would have to pay interest 
on the entire $5,020 from the first day 
of the new billing month, January 1, 
until the day the bill was paid on Janu-
ary 15, compounded daily. So much for 
a grace period. In addition, the con-
sumer would have to pay the $20 past 
due, plus interest on the $20 from Janu-
ary 15 to January 31, again com-
pounded daily. In this example, using 
an interest rate of 17.99 percent, which 
is the interest rate charged to Mr. 
Wannamacher, the $20 debt would, in 
one month, rack up $35 in interest 
charges and balloon into a debt of 
$55.21. 

You might ask—hold on—why does 
the consumer have to pay any interest 
at all on the $5,000 that was paid on 
time? Why does anyone have to pay in-
terest on the portion of a debt that was 
paid by the date specified in the bill— 
in other words, on time? The answer is, 
because that is how the credit card in-
dustry has operated for years, and they 
have gotten away with it. 

There is more. One might think that 
once the consumer gets gouged in Feb-
ruary, paying $55.21 on a $20 debt, and 
pays that bill on time and in full, with-
out making any new purchases, that 

would be the end of it. But you would 
be wrong again. It’s not over. 

Even though, on February 15, the 
consumer paid the February bill in full 
and on time—all $55.21—the next bill 
has an additional interest charge on it, 
for what we call ‘‘trailing interest.’’ In 
this case, the trailing interest is the 
interest that accumulated on the $55.21 
from February 1 to 15, which is time 
period from the day when the bill was 
sent to the day when it was paid. The 
total is 38 cents. While some issuers 
will waive trailing interest if the next 
month’s bill is less than $1, if a con-
sumer makes a new purchase, a com-
mon industry practice is to fold the 38 
cents into the end-of-month bill re-
flecting the new purchase. 

Now 38 cents isn’t much in the big 
scheme of things. That may be why 
many consumers don’t notice these 
types of extra interest charges or try 
to fight them. Even if someone had 
questions about the amount of interest 
on a bill, most consumers would be 
hard pressed to understand how the 
amount was calculated, much less 
whether it was incorrect. But by nickel 
and diming tens of millions of con-
sumer accounts, credit card issuers 
reap large profits. 

I think it is indefensible to make 
consumers pay interest on debt which 
they pay on time. It is also just plain 
wrong to charge trailing interest when 
a bill is paid on time and in full. 

My subcommittee’s second hearing 
focused on another set of unfair credit 
card practices involving unfair interest 
rate increases. Cardholders who had 
years-long records of paying their cred-
it card bills on time, staying below 
their credit limits, and paying at least 
the minimum amount due, were never-
theless socked with substantial inter-
est rate increases. Some saw their 
credit card interest rates double or 
even triple. At the hearing, three con-
sumers described this experience. 

Janet Hard of Freeland, MI, had ac-
crued over $8,000 in debt on her Dis-
cover card. Although she made pay-
ments on time and paid at least the 
minimum due for over 2 years, Dis-
cover increased her interest rate from 
18 percent to 24 percent in 2006. At the 
same time, Discover applied the 24 per-
cent rate retroactively to her existing 
credit card debt, increasing her min-
imum payments and increasing the 
amount that went to finance charges 
instead of the principal debt. The re-
sult was that, despite making steady 
payments totaling $2,400 in 12 months 
and keeping her purchases to less than 
$100 during that same year, Janet 
Hard’s credit card debt went down by 
only $350. Sky-high interest charges, 
inexplicably increased and unfairly ap-
plied, ate up most of her payments. 

Millard Glasshof of Milwaukee, WI, a 
retired senior citizen on a fixed in-
come, incurred a debt of about $5,000 on 
his Chase credit card, closed the ac-
count, and faithfully paid down his 
debt with a regular monthly payment 
of $119 for years. In December 2006, 

Chase increased his interest rate from 
15 percent to 17 percent, and in Feb-
ruary 2007, hiked it again to 27 percent. 
Retroactive application of the 27 per-
cent rate to Mr. Glasshof’s existing 
debt meant that, out of his $119 pay-
ment, about $114 went to pay finance 
charges and only $5 went to reducing 
his principal debt. Despite his making 
payments totaling $1,300 over 12 
months, Mr. Glasshof found that, due 
to high interest rates and excessive 
fees, his credit card debt did not go 
down at all. Later, after the Sub-
committee asked about his account, 
Chase suddenly lowered the interest 
rate to 6 percent. That meant, over a 
one year period, Chase had applied four 
different interest rates to his closed 
credit card account: 15 percent, 17 per-
cent, 27 percent, and 6 percent, which 
shows how arbitrary those rates are. 

Then there is Bonnie Rushing of 
Naples, FL. For years, she had paid her 
Bank of America credit card on time, 
providing at least the minimum 
amount specified on her bills. Despite 
her record of on-time payments, in 
2007, Bank of America nearly tripled 
her interest rate from 8 to 23 percent. 
The bank said that it took this sudden 
action because Ms. Rushing’s FICO 
credit score had dropped. When we 
looked into why it had dropped, it was 
apparently because she had opened 
Macy’s and J.Jill credit cards to get 
discounts on purchases. Despite paying 
both bills on time, the automated FICO 
system had lowered her credit rating, 
and Bank of America had followed suit 
by raising her interest rate by a factor 
of three. Ms. Rushing closed her ac-
count and complained to the Florida 
attorney general, my subcommittee, 
and her card sponsor, the American 
Automobile Association. Bank of 
America eventually restored the 8 per-
cent rate on her closed account. 

In addition to these three consumers 
who testified at the hearing, the sub-
committee presented case histories for 
five other consumers who experienced 
substantial interest rate increases de-
spite complying with their credit card 
agreements. 

I would also like to note that, in each 
of these cases, the credit card issuer 
told our subcommittee that the card-
holder had been given a chance to opt 
out of the increased interest rate by 
closing their account and paying off 
their debt at the prior rate. But each of 
these cardholders denied receiving an 
opt-out notice, and when several tried 
to close their account and pay their 
debt at the prior rate, they were told 
they had missed the opt-out deadline 
and had no choice but to pay the high-
er rate. Our subcommittee examined 
copies of the opt-out notices and found 
that some were filled with legal jargon, 
were hard to understand, and contained 
procedures that were hard to follow. 
When we asked the major credit card 
issuers what percentage of persons of-
fered an opt-out actually took it, they 
told the Subcommittee that 90 percent 
did not opt out of the higher interest 
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rate—a percentage that is contrary to 
all logic and strong evidence that cur-
rent opt-out procedures do not work. 

The case histories presented at our 
hearings illustrate only a small portion 
of the abusive credit card practices 
going on today. Since early 2007, the 
subcommittee has received letters and 
e-mails from thousands of credit card 
cardholders describing unfair credit 
card practices and asking for help to 
stop them, more complaints than I 
have received in any investigation I 
have conducted in more than 25 years 
in Congress. The complaints stretch 
across all income levels, all ages, and 
all areas of the country. 

The bottom line is that these abuses 
have gone on for too long. In fact, 
these practices have been around for so 
many years that they have, in many 
cases, become the industry norm, and 
our investigation has shown that many 
of the practices are too entrenched, too 
profitable, and too immune to con-
sumer pressure for the companies to 
change them on their own. 

Mr. President, in summary, this is 
what our bill contains: 

No interest on debt paid on time. 
The bill prohibits interest charges on 

any portion of credit card debt which 
the credit card holder paid on time dur-
ing the grace period. 

The bill prohibits credit card issuers 
from increasing interest rates on card-
holders who are in good standing for 
reasons unrelated to the cardholder’s 
behavior with respect to that card. 

The bill requires increased interest 
rates to apply only to future debt and 
not to debt incurred prior to the in-
crease. 

The bill prohibits the charging of in-
terest on credit card transaction fees, 
such as late fees and over-the-limit 
fees. 

The bill prohibits the charging of re-
peated over-the-limit fees for a single 
instance of exceeding a credit card 
limit. 

The bill requires payments to be ap-
plied first to the credit card balance 
with the highest rate of interest and to 
minimize finance charges. 

The bill requires the credit card 
issuers must offer consumers the op-
tion of operating under a fixed credit 
card limit that cannot be exceeded. 

The bill prohibits charging a fee to 
allow a credit card holder to make a 
payment on credit card debt, whether 
that payment is by mail, telephone, 
electronic transfer, or otherwise. Be-
lieve it or not, many credit card com-
panies actually charge you a fee to 
make your payment. 

The bill contains some of the fol-
lowing provisions as well: 

It requires issuers to lower penalty 
rates that have been imposed on a 
cardholder after 6 months if the card-
holder commits no further violations. 

The bill gives each Federal banking 
agency the authority to prescribe regu-
lations governing unfair or deceptive 
practices by banks and savings and 
loan institutions. 

The bill requires issuers to provide 
individual consumer account informa-
tion and disclose the total period of 
time and interest it will take to pay off 
the credit card balance if only min-
imum monthly payments are made. 

And, as the Senator from Con-
necticut said, the bill contains a num-
ber of protections for young consumers 
from credit card solicitations. 

Again, I commend Senator DODD for 
taking the leadership on this issue. As 
chairman of the Senate Banking Com-
mittee, his leadership will make a huge 
difference. It gives us a real chance of 
passing reform legislation relative to 
credit card abuses this session of the 
Congress. 

f 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public an 
addition to a previously announced 
hearing before the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources, Sub-
committee on Public Lands and For-
ests. The hearing will be held on 
Wednesday, July 16, 2008, at 2:30 p.m., 
in room SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building. 

In addition to the other measures 
previously announced, the Sub-
committee will also consider H.R. 2632, 
to establish the Sabinoso Wilderness 
Area in San Miguel County, New Mex-
ico, and for other purposes; and S. 2448, 
to amend the Surface Mining Control 
and Reclamation Act of 1977 to make 
certain technical corrections. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send it to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources, United States Senate, 
Washington, DC 20510–6150, or by email 
to rachel_pasternack@energy.senate 
.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact David Brooks at (202) 224–9863 or 
Rachel Pasternack at (202) 224–0883. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Finance be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Thursday, 
July 10, 2008, at 10 a.m., in room 215 of 
the Dirksen Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Thursday, July 10, 2008, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Thursday, 
July 10, 2008, at 9:30 a.m. to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘The Roots of Violent 
Islamist Extremism and Efforts to 
Counter It.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate, to conduct a hearing entitled 
‘‘Passport Files: Privacy Protection 
Needed For All Americans’’ on Thurs-
day, July 10, 2008, at 10 a.m., in room 
SD–226 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on July 10, 2008, at 2:30 p.m. to hold a 
closed hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON CLEAN AIR AND NUCLEAR 
SAFETY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Subcommittee 
on Clean Air and Nuclear Safety be au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on Thursday, July 10, 2008 
at 10 a.m. in room 406 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building to hold a hear-
ing entitled ‘‘Environmental Protec-
tion Agency Oversight: Implementing 
the Renewable Fuel Standard.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that Lynda 
Simmons of my Finance Committee 
staff have privileges of the floor for the 
duration of the 110th Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Fern 
Goodhart, a fellow in my office, be 
granted floor privileges for the dura-
tion of today’s session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, JULY 11, 2008 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 3:30 p.m. tomor-
row, Friday, July 11; that following the 
prayer and pledge, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
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time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day, and the Sen-
ate resume consideration of the House 
message to accompany H.R. 3221, the 
housing reform legislation, and the 
postcloture time count during any ad-
journment or recess of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PROGRAM 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, Sen-

ators should be prepared for two roll-
call votes to begin at approximately 
5:20 p.m. tomorrow, Friday, on the mo-
tion to disagree with respect to the 
housing legislation, to be followed by a 
vote on the motion to invoke cloture 
on the motion to proceed to S. 2731, the 
global AIDS legislation. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 3:30 P.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that it stand adjourned under the pre-
vious order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 11:35 p.m., adjourned until Friday, 
July 11, 2008, at 3:30 p.m.  

f 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by 

the Senate: 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ROBERT HASTINGS, OF MARYLAND, TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, VICE DORRANCE SMITH. 

BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS 
CLIFFORD D. MAY, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER OF 

THE BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS FOR A TERM 
EXPIRING AUGUST 13, 2009, VICE MARK MCKINNON. 

NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES 
JOYCE LEE MALCOLM, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A MEMBER 

OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2014, VICE MARGUERITE 
SULLIVAN, TERM EXPIRED. 

ROBERT L. PAQUETTE, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2014, VICE ELIZABETH FOX- 
GENOVESE, TERM EXPIRED. 

POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION 
RUTH Y. GOLDWAY, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A COMMIS-

SIONER OF THE POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION FOR 
THE TERM EXPIRING NOVEMBER 22, 2014. (REAPPOINT-
MENT) 

THE JUDICIARY 

CHRISTINE M. ARGUELLO, OF COLORADO, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLORADO, VICE WALKER D. MILLER, RETIRED. 

PHILIP A. BRIMMER, OF COLORADO, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLO-
RADO, VICE LEWIS T. BABCOCK, RETIRED. 

GREGORY E. GOLDBERG, OF COLORADO, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLO-
RADO, VICE PHILLIP S. FIGA, DECEASED. 

WILLIAM FREDERIC JUNG, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF 
FLORIDA, VICE SUSAN C. BUCKLEW, RETIRING. 

MARY STENSON SCRIVEN, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF 
FLORIDA, VICE PATRICIA C. FAWSETT, RETIRING. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS CHIEF OF STAFF, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE, AND 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED WHILE AS-
SIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSI-
BILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 8033 AND 601: 

To be general 

GEN. NORTON A. SCHWARTZ 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be general 

GEN. DUNCAN J. MCNABB

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. WILLIAM L. SHELTON

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. JEFFREY A. REMINGTON 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SEC-
TION 8037: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. JACK L. RIVES 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be general 

LT. GEN. MARTIN E. DEMPSEY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be general 

LT. GEN. CARTER F. HAM

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. RICHARD P. ZAHNER 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 5148: 

To be vice admiral 

REAR ADM. BRUCE E. MACDONALD 

IN THE COAST GUARD 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD TO THE GRADE IN-
DICATED UNDER SECTION 271, TITLE 14, U.S. CODE: 

To be rear admiral 

REAR ADM. (LH) CHRISTOPHER C. COLVIN 
REAR ADM. (LH) DAVID T. GLENN 
REAR ADM. (LH) MARY E. LANDRY 
REAR ADM. (LH) RONALD J. RABAGO 
REAR ADM. (LH) PAUL F. ZUKUNFT

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT AS A PERMANENT COMMISSIONED REGULAR OFFI-
CER IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD IN THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 14, U.S.C., SECTION 211: 

To be lieutenant 

STEPHEN E. WEST 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT AS A PERMANENT COMMISSIONED REGULAR OFFI-
CER IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD IN THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 14, U.S.C., SECTION 211: 

To be lieutenant 

ELISA M. GARRITY 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 10, 2008: 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be general 

GEN. DAVID H. PETRAEUS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be general 

LT. GEN. RAYMOND T. ODIERNO 

THE ABOVE NOMINATIONS WERE APPROVED SUBJECT 
TO THE NOMINEES’ COMMITMENT TO RESPOND TO RE-
QUESTS TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY BEFORE ANY DULY 
CONSTITUTED COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE.

f 

WITHDRAWAL 

Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on July 10, 
2008 withdrawing from further Senate 
consideration the following nomina-
tion: 

MARK MCKINNON, OF TEXAS, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS FOR A TERM EX-
PIRING AUGUST 13, 2009, VICE FAYZA VERONIQUE BOULAD 
RODMAN, TO WHICH POSITION HE WAS APPOINTED DUR-
ING THE LAST RECESS OF THE SENATE, WHICH WAS 
SENT TO THE SENATE ON JANUARY 9, 2007. 
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WELCOMING THE 39TH BIENNIAL 
CLERGY-LAITY CONGRESS OF 
THE GREEK ORTHODOX CHURCH 
OF AMERICA TO WASHINGTON, 
DC 

HON. NANCY PELOSI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, I would like 
to welcome more than 700 delegates and 
1500 total participants to the 39th Biennial 
Clergy-Laity Congress of the Greek Orthodox 
Church of America to Washington, DC. The 
theme of the 39th Biennial Congress is Gather 
My People to My Home, which recognizes the 
value of each person and, as Archbishop 
Demetrios of America has written, acknowl-
edges that many people are struggling and 
seeking a spiritual home where they can find 
peace and hope. 

The Greek Orthodox community in San 
Francisco is an example of the beautiful diver-
sity of my hometown. I am proud that several 
of my constituents, including Metropolitan 
Gerasimos of San Francisco and Fathers Ste-
phen Kyriacou and Aris Metrakos and lay 
leaders from the Holy Trinity Church and An-
nunciation Cathedral of San Francisco, will be 
in Washington for the Congress this week. I 
would also like to congratulate my friend Andy 
Manatos who will serve as the Chairman of 
Clergy Laity Congress during this conference. 

The House of Representatives is blessed to 
have had many Greek Orthodox members of 
Congress over the years. Today, the commu-
nity is well-represented by leaders such as 
JOHN SARBANES of Maryland, ZACK SPACE of 
Ohio, NIKI TSONGAS of Massachusetts and 
GUS BILIRAKIS of Florida. 

Members of Congress have expressed 
strong support for the Greek Orthodox com-
munity through the years including awarding 
the Congressional Gold Medal, the highest ci-
vilian award bestowed by the Congress, to Ec-
umenical Patriarch Bartholomew in recognition 
of his outstanding and enduring contributions 
toward religious understanding and peace. 

The religious freedom of the Ecumenical 
Patriarchate and the Greek Orthodox commu-
nity continues to be a top priority for Members 
of Congress. A bipartisan group of members 
on the House Foreign Affairs Committee re-
cently sent a letter to the Prime Minister of 
Turkey urging him to do everything possible to 
preserve the Ecumenical Patriarchate and to 
end restrictions and practices which threaten 
the viability of this nearly 2,000-year old spir-
itual beacon. The millions of Orthodox Chris-
tians in America and around the world can be 
assured that Congress will continue to advo-
cate for their right to worship and practice their 
faith without undue government interference. 

As Greek Orthodox clergy, parishioners, and 
hierarchs visit our nation’s capitol this week, I 
thank them for their leadership and wish them 
a successful conference. 

ENCOURAGE INITIATIVE AND 
SELF-ESTEEM 

HON. BOB FILNER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to urge support for a bill I have just intro-
duced, H.R. 6457, the ‘‘Encourage Initiative 
and Promote Self-Esteem Act’’. 

There are many people in our country who 
receive Social Security Disability benefits 
(SSD) because they have a ‘‘waxing and wan-
ing’’ disease—Behcet’s Disease, Multiple Scle-
rosis, Lupus, Parkinson’s, Cancer, AIDS and 
Arthritis are examples of ‘‘waxing and waning’’ 
diseases. 

This process of seeking SSD and keeping it 
is often times an adversarial one. The climate 
of suspicion that applicants and recipients say 
they feel leaves many to view the Social Se-
curity Administration (SSA) with a jaundice 
eye. Everyone who actually gains disability 
benefits remembers the hoops of fire they had 
to jump through during the application proc-
ess. As a result, many people often do not 
consider a try at working, fearing that the SSA 
will use that against them to deny future bene-
fits. With concerns over fraudulent claims, I 
can understand how this environment came to 
be. But that doesn’t make it right. 

For people with ‘‘waxing and waning’’ dis-
eases and conditions, they know that they will 
have good days and bad. They know that, 
barring a cure, they will always be sick, but 
that does not diminish their spirit. There needs 
to be a program that encourages people in 
this situation to secure temporary employment 
when they feel they can work without placing 
their SSD at risk for the times they cannot 
work. 

H.R. 6457 would install a system based on 
a sliding scale. The more money one earns, 
the fewer benefits he or she receives. But 
there will be a built-in incentive to stay the 
course because the total monthly income 
when working will be more than either the 
work income or SSD. 

Imagine a situation where those on SSD 
who have diseases that ‘‘wax and wane’’ 
could work, without fear, when able. That 
would be a lot of money put back into the 
Treasury in payroll withholdings and taxes— 
and more money put into the economy in in-
creased purchasing, not to mention the con-
tribution to society and elevated self-esteem of 
the workers. Think about the faith these peo-
ple would have in a system of government 
that treats its people with dignity and respect 
instead of suspicion and contempt. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 6457 
to improve the lives of thousands of Ameri-
cans. 

IN HONOR OF MR. WILLIAM T. 
MUNS 

HON. JASON ALTMIRE 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Mr. William T. Muns, a native 
son of Beaver County, Pennsylvania who is an 
outstanding champion for veterans. 

From 1965 thru 1968, Bill proudly served his 
country as a member of the United States 
Army. This service included a one year tour in 
Vietnam, serving as a Financial Liaison Spe-
cialist with the 709th Maintenance Battalion in 
the Mekong Delta Area. Upon his return state-
side, he completed his enlistment with the 
82nd Airborne Division, Ft. Bragg, North Caro-
lina. 

In September 2001, Bill accepted his current 
position as Beaver County Director of Vet-
erans Affairs. Since taking this position, Bill 
and his staff have increased the federal bene-
fits for county veterans from $14 million to $42 
million. This exceptional service has been rec-
ognized by the Pennsylvania State Adjutant 
General. 

As a charter life member of Vietnam Vet-
erans of America Chapter 862, Bill has served 
as treasurer and was recognized as Vietnam 
Veteran of the Year for 2002. In addition to 
this prestigious award, Bill has also received a 
number of honors from the community, includ-
ing being named Beaver County Jaycees Man 
of the Year 2003, the State Veterans Service 
Officer Award for 2005–2006, and the Vietnam 
Veterans of America Chapter 862 Distin-
guished Service Award for 2001. 

Bill is also a husband, father, and grand-
father. He is married to Virginia Martin Muns 
and together they have three children—Laura 
Evangelista, Ted Muns, and Jenn Basinger. 
Bill and Ginger also have five grandchildren— 
Rebecca, Gabriella and Adam Evangelista, 
and Mason and Ethan Muns. 

Bill and Ginger will be missed and treasured 
by the Beaver County veterans’ community for 
years to come. I want to commend them for 
their long and distinguished commitment to 
helping America’s heroes. I wish them a won-
derful retirement in their new home of Sara-
sota County, Florida and thank them for the 
tremendous service that they have provided to 
our community. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO BASF 
FREEPORT ON THEIR 50TH ANNI-
VERSARY 

HON. RON PAUL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, 2008 marks the 
50th anniversary of the opening of the BASF 
Corporation’s Freeport, Texas facility. Freeport 
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is located in Brazoria County in my congres-
sional district. I am pleased to take this oppor-
tunity to congratulate the management and 
employees of BASF Freeport on 50 great 
years, and thank the people of BASF Freeport 
for their contributions to Freeport’s economy. 

The story of the BASF Freeport began when 
the owners of BASF Overzee N.V., a sub-
sidiary of Badische Anilin-& Soda Fabrik A. G. 
(BASF), Ludwigshafen, Germany, and the 
Dow Chemical Company, Midland, Michigan, 
agreed to form Dow Badische Chemical Com-
pany. Dow Badische was endowed with the 
chemical process technology of the European 
parent as well as the managerial and mar-
keting knowledge of their U.S. parent. 

The new company chose a site adjacent to 
Dow Chemical’s Texas Division of Freeport, 
Texas for its initial production. In December of 
1959 the plant began producing Acrylic Acid 
and Acrylic Esters. In 1960 and 1961 the 
plants added production units for butanol and 
caprolactam. 

Through the years, the BASF facility experi-
enced tremendous increases in its capacity as 
well as in the number of production plants and 
employees that comprise the BASF Freeport 
workforce. For example, in 1967 BASF built a 
continuous butyl acrylate plant, while a new 
caprolactam complex was completed in 1968; 
and a new oxo alcohol facility was completed 
in 1970, adding 2-Ethylhexanol to the product 
line. 

BASF acquired 100 percent ownership of 
Dow Badische in 1978. Soon after the change 
in ownership took place, two new chemical 
plants were constructed in Freeport, one an 
acrylic acid facility and the other a neopentyl 
glycol facility. Further significant expansions 
have included two acrylic monomers plants, 
an expansion to the polycaprolactam unit and 
most recently a new superabsorbent polymer 
plant. 

In addition to its contributions to Brazoria 
County’s economy, BASF has improved the 
life of the residents of Brazoria County through 
its steadfast support of numerous civic organi-
zations. BASF has also earned the trust of its 
neighbors by making every effort to observe 
basic principles of safety and environmental 
performance in all its operations. 

BASF Freeport’s success is due to the com-
mitment, hard work and innovative ability of its 
employees. I am certain that these same at-
tributes will ensure a continued healthy growth 
for the company, which will, in turn, continue 
to benefit all of Brazoria County. It is therefore 
my pleasure to congratulate BASF Freeport on 
their 50th anniversary. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JOHN AND BONNIE 
ENSTROM FOR CREATING VET-
ERANS LAKE PARK IN HONOR OF 
AMERICA’S VETERANS 

HON. MICHELE BACHMANN 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
honor two of my constituents, true community 
servants, Mr. John and Bonnie Enstrom. 

The Enstrom’s built the Veterans Lake Park 
in Ramsey, Minnesota to honor our fallen he-
roes. The park hosts the only monument in 
State dedicated to all Minnesotans who lost 

their lives as a result of the global War on Ter-
ror. The monument also contains a list of vet-
erans who died in the Iraq war to protect our 
Nation’s freedom. 

Over $1 million has been personally in-
vested by the Enstrom’s to ensure that the 
park is well-kept and beautiful. Veterans visit 
the park and enjoy its quiet, relaxing environ-
ment. It has been seen as a safe haven to 
help the Vets mentally and emotionally re-
cover. 

Our Nation’s heroes sacrificed their comforts 
and safety so that Americans can enjoy their 
continued freedoms. For their great efforts, 
veterans deserve much from the American 
people. Its efforts like those of the Enstrom’s 
that truly show our appreciation for these he-
roes. 

Madam Speaker, it is my honor to recognize 
and congratulate Mr. and Mrs. John Enstrom 
for their exemplary service to our Nation’s he-
roes. The time and work that they both have 
sacrificed to serve the military men and 
women of our great State of Minnesota will not 
be forgotten. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CATHY McMORRIS RODGERS 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Madam 
Speaker, on July 8, 2008, I was avoidably de-
tained and missed three votes: H.R. 3981, 
H.R. 1423, and H.R. 4199. 

Had I been present I would have voted 
‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 3981, ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 1423 and 
‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 4199. (vote Nos. 471, 472, 473) 

f 

HONORING COLONEL PAUL J. KEN-
NEDY OF THE UNITED STATES 
MARINE CORPS 

HON. DAVID E. PRICE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I rise to honor COL Paul J. Kennedy 
of the United States Marine Corps. Colonel 
Kennedy is finishing his tenure as the Marine 
Corps liaison to the House of Representatives, 
and will soon head to my home State to take 
command of the Second Marine Regiment, 
Second Marine Division at Camp Lejeune, 
North Carolina. 

During the last 2 years, Colonel Kennedy 
has led the small contingent of Marines that 
serve as the direct interface between the Ma-
rine Corps and the members and staff of the 
House. Under his leadership, Colonel Ken-
nedy and his colleagues have established 
strong professional relationships throughout 
this body, building trust, confidence, and mu-
tual commitment between the Marine Corps 
and congressional leaders. His integrity, 
knowledge, and personal attention to the 
needs and interests of members have gar-
nered great respect and appreciation through-
out this Chamber. 

I have particularly benefited from Colonel 
Kennedy’s leadership as he has become an 
integral part of the efforts of the House De-

mocracy Assistance Commission (HDAC), 
which I lead along with Representative DAVID 
DREIER. During the last 2 years, our Commis-
sion has traveled to numerous far-flung des-
tinations in the service of our mission to 
strengthen the capabilities of legislatures in 
developing democracies. Not only has Colonel 
Kennedy organized and escorted every single 
HDAC delegation, he has jumped at the 
chance to do so, foregoing travel to more lux-
urious destinations in favor of our trips to de-
veloping nations like Liberia, Afghanistan, and 
Haiti. He has strongly supported the mission 
of our Commission, and has moved mountains 
to ensure that we can carry out our work, no 
matter what complications arise. 

As I have gotten to know Colonel Kennedy, 
I have been tremendously impressed, not just 
by his professionalism and integrity, but also 
by his commitment to the United States Ma-
rine Corps. He treats the men and women 
under his direction in the Marine Liaison office 
with great respect and has taken particularly 
seriously his duty to mentor young Marines of 
lower rank. As he leaves to take command of 
a 5,000-Marine unit, his attention to the devel-
opment of younger Marines will no doubt be 
greatly valued. 

Colonel Kennedy has also been able to 
share with members of Congress detailed and 
valuable insights into the war in Iraq. Having 
served as a Battalion Commander in Anbar 
Province in Iraq during Operation Iraqi Free-
dom II, Colonel Kennedy gained first hand ex-
perience in helping our nation confront the 
new and complex challenges that war has 
highlighted. 

While Colonel Kennedy will be sorely 
missed by this institution, we can take comfort 
in the knowledge that a man of such tremen-
dous personal character and ability will con-
tinue to serve and strengthen the United 
States Marine Corps and the 5,000 Marines 
under his command at Camp Lejeune. Let me 
offer my heartfelt appreciation and best wishes 
to Colonel Kennedy as he embarks on this 
new assignment. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF THE SAN FRAN-
CISCO BAY NATIONAL WILDLIFE 
REFUGE COMPLEX 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
with my colleagues GEORGE MILLER (CA–7) 
and SAM FARR (CA–17) to introduce the San 
Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge Com-
plex Establishment Act. As its title indicates, 
this bill would unite the Bay Area’s seven sep-
arate national wildlife refuges into a single 
wildlife complex in order to leverage greater 
federal funding for these unique habitats. 

The Antioch Dunes, Don Edwards San 
Francisco Bay, Ellicott Slough, Farallon, Marin 
Islands, Salinas River, and San Pablo Bay Na-
tional Wildlife Refuges together constitute our 
nation’s largest collection of urban wildlife ref-
uges, totaling more than 46,000 acres. To-
gether, they are home to hundreds of wildlife 
species—including over 128 threatened or en-
dangered animals and marine mammals that 
depend on these refuges to survive. Because 
they support endangered wildlife in close prox-
imity to millions of people, these refuges face 
unique and growing challenges. 
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Unfortunately, federal resources have not 

kept pace with the massive increase in refuge 
size and management demands. That shortfall 
puts the refuges at risk. For example, the Don 
Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife 
Refuge was identified by Defenders of Wildlife 
as one of the nation’s ten most threatened 
wildlife refuges in 2004. Its wetlands have 
been drastically altered by urbanization and 
many areas have been filled to create more 
land. As a result, the San Francisco Bay is 
now one-third smaller than its original size. 

In addition to rare flora and fauna, these ref-
uges offer other benefits. In hosting more than 
1.5 million visitors every year, they serve as 
powerful economic engines for northern Cali-
fornia. Their urban setting provides opportuni-
ties to educate surrounding communities about 
the need for environmental preservation. Re-
stored wetlands also provide cost-effective 
shoreline protection and counter sea-level rise 
caused by global warming. In fact, the United 
Nation’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change has determined that restoring wet-
lands and protecting those that remain rep-
resents an immediate opportunity for enhanc-
ing carbon absorption—a key to combating 
global warming. 

The San Francisco Bay National Wildlife 
Refuge Complex Establishment Act is very 
simple. It authorizes such sums as may be 
necessary for the development, recovery, and 
acquisition of refuge lands and the restoration 
of fish and wildlife habitat. This bill is endorsed 
by Save the Bay, an environmental organiza-
tion that has been fundamental in protecting 
and restoring the wildlife oases in the Bay 
Area’s urban environment. 

I urge Members to join us to protect this 
crucial part of our environment. By enacting 
this bill, we are taking an important step to-
ward saving rare California wildlife from extinc-
tion, fighting global warming, and preserving a 
beautiful part of our country that can be en-
joyed by future generations. 

f 

HONORING U.S. COAST GUARD 
CAPTAIN ROBERT W. DURFEY, JR. 

HON. WILLIAM D. DELAHUNT 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today so that my colleagues in the House of 
Representatives can join me in honoring the 
notable career of a distinguished member of 
the United States Coast Guard, and a con-
stituent, Captain Robert W. Durfey, Jr. 

Captain Durfey has led an exemplary ca-
reer, having served in the United States Coast 
Guard for over 30 years. He has amassed a 
vast institutional knowledge after decades of 
experience in a wide variety of operational, 
command, and staff assignments. In addition, 
his dedication to his fellow man and commu-
nity is deep and ingrained, as evidenced by 
his volunteer work rebuilding housing for vic-
tims of Hurricane Katrina in 2005. 

Captain Durfey graduated from the U.S. 
Coast Guard Academy in 1978 with a Bach-
elor of Science in History/Government. In 
1994, he earned his Masters in Public Admin-

istration from the J.F.K. School of Government 
at Harvard University. He has served at six Air 
Stations and five Groups along the west, gulf 
and east coasts as well as Puerto Rico. He 
has logged over 4800 helicopter flight hours 
and has flown more than 400 Search and 
Rescue missions. 

He served as a Deck Watch Officer on a 
Buoy Tender in Alaska before going to Naval 
flight training to become a helicopter pilot, 
where he became Coast Guard Aviator #2113. 
Just prior to his Boston assignment, Captain 
Durfey commanded the Coast Guard’s largest 
Group-Air Station combination, in Atlantic City, 
New Jersey. His helicopter and boat crews 
prosecuted over 1,800 search and rescue 
cases annually. He also commanded Group- 
Air Station Humboldt Bay, in northern Cali-
fornia, between 1998 and the summer of 
2000. 

He was promoted to the rank of Captain 
during a year of strategic studies at the Air 
War College (2000–2001), which included 
training on terrorism, intelligence and overseas 
travel to Israel and Syria. He has had two 
major commands and most recently served as 
the Chief of Governmental Affairs and Public 
Affairs for the Admiral of First Coast Guard 
District, which oversees the northeast portion 
of the United States. The area of responsibility 
includes eight States from Maine to New Jer-
sey. 

As the United States Representative for the 
Tenth District of Massachusetts for the last 
twelve years, I have had the opportunity to 
work with and get to know Robert Durfey both 
as a professional and as a man. He has lived 
his life with a concern for others and the safe-
ty of our country. Robert Durfey is a gifted in-
dividual whose interpersonal skills are unsur-
passed and who commands the respect of his 
subordinates and peers. As he retires from the 
United States Coast Guard, I want to add my 
best wishes to the chorus of accolades he has 
already received. I salute him and may God 
bless him in all his future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING THE BOAT LIVERY OF 
BLUE MOUNTAIN LAKE, NEW 
YORK, ON THE OCCASION OF ITS 
100TH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, I rise to pay tribute to the Boat Liv-
ery of Blue Mountain Lake, which next month 
will celebrate its 100th birthday. Throughout 
the past century, the Boat Livery of Blue 
Mountain Lake has continuously provided 
services in boating, canoeing, kayaking, fish-
ing and other recreational activities to resi-
dents and visitors alike in the glorious Adiron-
dacks region of New York State. I would like 
to join with my distinguished colleague from 
the New York State delegation, the Honorable 
JOHN MCHUGH, who represents Blue Mountain 
Lake in Congress, in saluting the Boat Livery 
of Blue Mountain Lake on the occasion of its 
centennial anniversary. 

Blue Mountain Lake lies in the heart of New 
York’s Adirondack Park. Inspired by the Rev-

erend William Henry Harrison Murray’s best- 
selling 1869 edition of ‘‘Adventures in the Wil-
derness’’ or ‘‘Camp Life in the Adirondacks’’, 
vacationers started to visit Blue Mountain Lake 
after the conclusion of the Civil War, and it be-
came a tourist ‘‘hot spot.’’ As visitors arrived in 
droves, an entire industry developed in re-
sponse, spawning stately inns and travel 
guides who offered boat tours and facilitated 
participation in outdoor activities such as hunt-
ing, fishing, boating, hiking and camping. 

The Boat Livery of Blue Mountain Lake was 
founded on August 2, 1908 during the heyday 
of the great camps established by prominent 
Americans such as Andrew Carnegie, J.P. 
Morgan, Dr. Thomas Durant, Coulis Hun-
tington, Alfred Vanderbilt and the Hochschild 
family, many of whom resided in what is now 
the 14th Congressional district of New York. 
Since then, the Boat Livery has made avail-
able a wide array of rental pleasure craft to 
visitors to this uniquely beautiful part of our 
great Nation. It also has offered scenic boat 
cruises on original wooden launches. 

Blue Mountain rises to a majestic height of 
3,759 feet, offering stunning views of the 
shimmering Blue Mountain Lake dotted with 
islands. With a year-round population of fewer 
than 200 people, the tiny town surrounding the 
mountain remains picturesque, preserving its 
rustic charm despite the presence of thou-
sands of visitors who pass through each sea-
son. Blue Mountain Lake is one of the clean-
est, clearest lakes in the 48 contiguous states. 
It continues to draw thousands of city dwellers 
who are seeking refuge from their muggy, 
urban homes. 

In 1933, Richard Collins and his wife 
Hectorine purchased the Boat Livery of Blue 
Mountain Lake and operated it until 1955. In 
1955, Russ and Edna Barrowman purchased 
it and managed it until 1977 when it was 
bought by Robert and Judi Booth. Robert, 
Judi, Quin and Parker Booth currently operate 
the Livery’s rowboats, canoes, steamboats, 
conduct tours and make available to tourists 
small and large pontoon boats, kayaks, ca-
noes, paddleboats, windsurfers, day-sailers, 
sunfish, water skis, tubes, wakeboards, and 
many other vessels. In addition, they organize 
the special scenic trips in historic antique tour 
boats: the Towahloondah, dated 1920; the Os-
prey, dated 1916; and the Neenykin, dated 
1916. These authentic vessels are inspected 
yearly by the New York State Office of Parks, 
Recreation, and Historic Preservation, and re-
main an integral part of the rich diversity of 
recreational activities at Blue Mountain Lake. 
On 2-hour tours across Blue Mountain on the 
old wooden launches, Eagle and Utowana 
Lakes, guides regale visitors with stories of 
the 19th century’s great camps, recounting the 
history of the area’s lumberjacks and cele-
brated fishing and hunting guides. Their sto-
ries feature the camps, hotels, steamboats, 
workers and players of the era. 

Madam Speaker, I rise to request that my 
distinguished colleagues join me in paying trib-
ute to the tremendous contributions to the 
preservation and enjoyment of the Adiron-
dacks region made by the Boat Livery of Blue 
Mountain Lake on the occasion of its centen-
nial anniversary. 
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CONGRATULATIONS LONE STAR 

COLLEGE SYSTEM 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, congratulations 
to the Lone Star College System on its suc-
cessful name change last year, and on sur-
passing the 50,000 student mark. Today, the 
Lone Star College System is the largest com-
munity college system in the Houston area 
and the second largest in the state of Texas. 
One in five high school graduates from area- 
wide school districts attend one of their branch 
campuses. Several of the system’s campuses 
are in my district. The system also offers dual 
credit courses to over 5,000 high school stu-
dents, giving students the opportunity to grad-
uate high school with college credit. 

Lone Star College System was established 
in 1972 when the voters of the Humble, Al-
dine, and Spring Independent School Districts 
voted to meet the need for a junior college to 
serve their communities. In the fall of 1973 the 
college was formed. Aldine High School 
hosted the first classes. In its first year the 
school enrolled 613 students led by 16 staff 
members. 

Between 1981 and 2003, the college under-
went a series of expansions and adopted the 
name of North Harris Montgomery Community 
College District. In November 2007, students 
and community members voted to rename the 
college Lone Star College System. 

With graduates contributing in vital areas of 
our society upon graduation, this college has 
become a very valuable institution of edu-
cation for my district and for Texas. 

f 

HONORING THE 275TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF WORCESTER TOWN-
SHIP, MONTGOMERY COUNTY, 
PENNSYLVANIA 

HON. JIM GERLACH 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. GERLACH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a southeastern Pennsylvania 
municipality celebrating its 275th anniversary. 

Worcester Township, Montgomery County, 
was established in 1733 by 22 landowners on 
roughly 10,000 acres originally part of the land 
grant given to William Penn by King Charles 
II of England. 

English, Dutch, German and Welsh immi-
grants, many seeking religious freedom, set-
tled the Township, which was a mostly wood-
ed wilderness at its inception. Eventually, the 
Township was transformed into a farming 
community that came to be known as a bread-
basket for nearby Norristown and Philadelphia. 

Worcester also played a role in the founding 
of our nation. General George Washington’s 
troops camped at the Peter Wentz Farmstead 
before and after the Battle of Germantown. 
And the cemetery across from Bethel Hill 
Church serves as the final resting place for 
patriots who gave their lives in the pursuit of 
liberty. 

While the population has grown to nearly 
8,000 residents today, the Township remains 

committed to preserving acres of scenic farm-
lands and open space. 

Residents will mark the Township’s 275th 
anniversary on Saturday, July 12, 2008 during 
a Community Day celebration in Heebner 
Park. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that my colleagues 
join me today in congratulating the Worcester 
Township on its historic anniversary. 

f 

OP-ED SUPPORTING THE DEVEL-
OPMENT AND GROWTH OF CAR-
IBBEAN NATIONS 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce an Opinion Editorial from the New 
York CaribNews that reflects support for the 
development of the Caribbean Community and 
Common Market (CARICOM) states. 
CaribNews is a New York based publication 
that serves as the voice of the Caribbean 
community. 

The editorial which was published on Tues-
day, July 8, 2008 is entitled; ‘‘The Diaspora 
And The Rolling Heads of State’’. The author 
of the Op-Ed, Dr. Basil Wilson, recognizes the 
achievements made by CARICOM nations to 
improve trade relations within the region and 
globally. ‘‘In 2008, CARICOM is to make fur-
ther strides in the development of a single 
market economy’’. 

Dr. Wilson also addresses the New York 
based Caribbean Diaspora as it relates to Car-
ibbean economies. He explains; ‘‘Billions of 
dollars (from the U.S.) are sent to the respec-
tive islands to help out family members, to ex-
pand existing homes, to start businesses, and 
to provide some of the basic necessities of 
life’’. 

This piece acknowledges the economic 
achievements made by Caribbean nations, 
therefore contributing to the region’s legitimacy 
as a viable trading partner. At the same time, 
Dr. Wilson encourages entrepreneurial leader-
ship in the Caribbean to further stimulate eco-
nomic growth. 

[From the CaribNews, July 8, 2008] 
THE DIASPORA AND THE ROLLING HEADS OF 

STATE 
(By Dr. Basil Wilson) 

It was befitting to hold the meeting bring-
ing together the Caribbean community in 
New York and the Caribbean heads of state 
at York College, City University of New 
York, where the President of that institu-
tion, Marcia Keizs and the Provost and Sen-
ior Vice President of Academic Affairs have 
roots in the Caribbean and a majority of the 
6,000 student body are either first or second 
generation Caribbean. 

As one of the Caribbean heads of state re-
marked, he had to travel to New York to ad-
dress an audience of Caribbean people as the 
movement of Caribbean people within the re-
gion remains limited with the exception of 
the students in higher education moving 
among the Mona, Cave Hill and St. Augus-
tine campuses of the University of the West 
Indies. The Friday evening meeting on June 
20, 2008 was designed to facilitate an intellec-
tual exchange between leaders and non-lead-
ers about the Diaspora and the future of, 
CARICOM. 

The Diaspora community already plays a 
critical role in the form of remittances. Bil-

lions of dollars are sent to the respective is-
lands to help out family members, to expand 
existing homes, to start businesses, and to 
provide some of the basic necessities of life. 
In many islands remittances have been in-
strumental in reducing the percentage of 
people living in poverty. 

The format of the exchange enabled des-
ignated heads of state to address the audi-
ence and to allow the audience to ask ques-
tions or to make comments. This kind of 
mass questioning tends to attract to the 
open microphones speakers who are long- 
winded and with wide ranging concerns that 
invariably brings a certain incoherence to 
the discourse. 

The world economy has changed dramati-
cally since the initiation of CARICOM. In 
2008, CARICOM is to make further strides in 
the development of a single market econ-
omy. Even within the units of CARICOM, 
there are no economies of scale. There are 
opportunities for investment and for the 
pooling of resources. The economist, Dr. Nor-
man Girvan, has produced a paper outlining 
the future for further economic expansion. 
Trinidad and Tobago has emerged as the eco-
nomic giant in the region and is standing 
even taller as the price of oil soars towards 
one hundred and fifty dollars per barrel. T 
and T is overflowing with investment capital 
at the same time nonexporting oil countries 
in the region are reeling from the rapid rise 
in oil and food prices that are now the norm 
in the world economy. 

CARICOM at the beginning of the year 
signed a trade agreement with the European 
Union that opens those economies to Carib-
bean products and European products to the 
Caribbean region. CARICOM and 
CARIFORUM can no longer look inwards. It 
must look outwards either as a region or as 
independent islands. There is the dire ur-
gency to put together an export oriented 
strategy to compete in the global economy 
of the 21st century. 

The crime calamity in the Caribbean basin 
is indeed an outgrowth of the economic crisis 
and even though some sorely needed initia-
tives will be able to strengthen the shaky so-
cial order, long term stability will depend on 
the strengthening of the export sector in re-
lationship to the world economy. 

The Caribbean entered the world economy 
as an exporter of sugar with African slave 
labor. By the beginning of the 19th century, 
sugar production in the old English colonies 
had peaked and was unable to match the 
yield per acre of the new sugar-cane fields in 
Cuba. In the post-emancipation years and 
post-colonial interlude, the economies of the 
Caribbean remained moribund, starved of 
British investment capital and survived 
through the British protectionist system re-
served for primary producers of the colonial 
empire. That arrangement created a condi-
tion of chronic surplus labor and forced seg-
ments of the Caribbean labor force to seek 
their fortunes elsewhere such as in the ba-
nana fields of Central America, the sugar- 
cane fields of Cuba, the construction com-
plex of the Panama Canal, and the industri-
alized factories in the United States at the 
advent of World War 1. In the post-second 
world war, thousands fled the region to work 
in the industrial and service enterprises of 
the United Kingdom. 

In the post-colonial years in an age of glob-
al protectionism, most Caribbean countries 
opted for the developmental strategy of in-
dustrialization by invitation hiding behind 
the high walls of tariff barriers. That re-
sulted in an economy with an export pro-
ducing primary sector of sugar and banana 
and the new sector of light manufacturing 
serving the needs of the domestic market. 
The developmental strategy accelerated the 
movement from country to town where the 
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limited manufacturing sector lacked the ca-
pacity to absorb the burgeoning labor force. 
Salvation came through the export of skilled 
and unskilled labor to the United States, 
Canada and the United Kingdom. 

The growth in the labor force has tapered 
off in the contemporary period and the un-
employment rate in April 2006 was estimated 
at 134,000 or 10.7 percent of the labor force. 
Nonetheless, Jamaica has a precious stratum 
of own-account workers estimated at 376,000. 
In the goods producing sector, there are 
200,000 people employed in agriculture, 
105,000 in construction and a mere 80,000 in 
manufacturing. Traditional agriculture, par-
ticularly sugar-cane, there is an effort to 
adapt that industry through the conversion 
of sugar-cane into the fuel producing eth-
anol. The purchase of the sugar industry by 
Brazilian investors should make the sugar 
industry more viable and contribute to re-
ducing Jamaica’s dependency on fossil fuel 
and with sufficient capacity to export eth-
anol to the United States. 

Jamaica’s economy in the last decade has 
seen the expansion of the alumina industry 
and a massive increase in the tourist sector. 
Alumina and bauxite are highly capital in-
tensive and only 7,000 workers are absorbed 
in the mining industry. The tourist industry 
is labor intensive but has failed to absorb all 
those looking for work as the burgeoning 
squatter settlements are rampant in the par-
ishes where tourism is concentrated. 

Jamica has made some headway in the ex-
port of manufacturing goods. That sector ex-
ports approximately 700m in 2006 and if Ja-
maica is going to absorb its surplus labor 
problem, there will have to be exponential 
growth in that sector of the economy, par-
ticularly in agro-products. 

The Jamaica exporting sector is assisted 
by state policy. Members of the Jamaica Ex-
porters Association are eligible for loans 
with reduced interest rates. But what is des-
perately needed is a strategic developmental 
plan that brings together venture capitalists 
from abroad and Jamaica’s indigenous bour-
geoisie aimed at creating large scale produc-
tion of juices like guava, june plum, etc. 
aimed at flooding both the European and the 
United States market. Micro-enterprises 
cannot compete in a global market and Ja-
maica is in need of large scale production 
aimed at mega-markets to absorb Jamaica’s 
surplus workers. 

All the successful countries that have 
made the transition from fledgling devel-
oping countries, like Singapore, South 
Korea, Malaysia, Taiwan and China, have 
made it through adopting an export-oriented 
strategy. 

What is required is the emergence of an en-
trepreneurial class with a clear under-
standing of the complexity of globalization 
that will partner with government to build 
that export capacity. In this age of 
globalization, CARICOM must look outwards 
and build the necessary bridges with the Car-
ibbean Diaspora to ensure that the Carib-
bean is not trapped in the backwater of 
globalization. 

f 

HONORING THE ROCHESTER, ILLI-
NOIS LADY ROCKETS SOCCER 
TEAM 

HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, today I rise 
to honor the Rochester Lady Rockets soccer 
team on their success in winning the cham-

pionship game of the Illinois High School As-
sociation Class A State tournament. 

Kelly Werthwien, Kelcie Kolis, Sarah Wright, 
Grace Capranica, Marissa Burge, Beth Fitz-
simmons, Kellse Sandercock, Amy 
Shackelford, Jessica Heaton, Jillian Sulcer, 
Mollie Edgecomb, Kassie McIntyre, Taylor 
Heissinger, Kelcee Walsh, Amy Cassiday, 
Maryssa Bandy, Taylor McDermott, Alecia 
Mantei, Taryn Butler, Aubrey Heck, Caley 
Cook and Casey Turner, along with head 
coach Chad Kutscher, Assistant Coaches 
Scott Tucker, Andrew Ford and Kristi 
Coppernoll and Trainer Sara Powless, put to-
gether a 16–4–3 season and swept through 
the sectional tournament en route to their first 
State championship. 

This is the third straight year in which the 
Lady Rockets reached the State tournament, 
and the first for Coach Kutscher. 

I am very pleased to congratulate the Roch-
ester Lady Rockets on their victory and wish 
them the best of luck for next season. 

f 

‘‘CREATING A BRIGHTER 
TOMORROW’’ 

HON. DONALD A. MANZULLO 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. MANZULLO. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to commend to the attention of this Con-
gress the following speech by one of my con-
stituents, 16-year-old Heidi Erbsen, of Ste-
phenson County, Illinois. Heidi participated in 
an oratory contest hosted by the American Le-
gion. Her speech won first place at the local, 
division and state levels, and she then moved 
on and completed as a quarter finalist at the 
national level of competition. As we face the 
difficult decisions of today, I hope Heidi’s 
words will stir us to cling to our heritage as we 
seek to create a brighter tomorrow. 

CREATING A BRIGHTER TOMORROW 
(By Heidi Erbsen) 

As many of you know, Abraham Lincoln is 
notorious for the Gettysburg Address, which 
states, ‘‘Four score and seven years ago our 
fathers brought forth on this continent, a 
new nation, conceived in Liberty, and dedi-
cated to the proposition that all men are cre-
ated equal. Now we are engaged in a great 
civil war, testing whether that nation or any 
nation so conceived and so dedicated, can 
long endure. We are met on a great battle- 
field of that war. We have come to dedicate 
a portion of that field, as a final resting 
place for those who here gave their lives that 
that nation might live.’’ When he spoke 
these words in 1863, it must have been hard 
for him to imagine our country’s future. 
With all of the struggles facing our nation, 
how could he have ever known for sure that 
we would continue to prosper? The Civil War 
had split the nation, torn families apart, and 
claimed thousands of American lives, yet 
President Lincoln still believed in a brighter 
tomorrow for his country and his people. 
This mentality has carried our country 
through every single struggle it has faced. It 
is the belief that the people of our nation can 
give it a brighter tomorrow. And now, for 
over 200 years our country has prospered be-
cause of this belief, and it will continue to do 
so as long as we uphold this legacy. 

When the monarchy in Europe began to 
mandate religion and other personal affairs 
in the 1600s, many people began to seek ref-

uge from their oppression. The rule in Eu-
rope made it so hard for people to live with-
out persecution that many sought to leave 
their homes in search of a New Life. Thou-
sands of these people found their new life in 
what was then known as the New World. 
Since the pilgrims sailed to America, this 
country has been a monument of hope. This 
New Land represented a chance for men and 
women to start over new. It gave them a 
chance to create their own fortune and fu-
tures. It was a land not yet at the grip of a 
stifling ruler or government. Most of these 
colonists arrived here with nothing in their 
pockets, and a dream in their hearts. It was 
the dream of freedom and prosperity, and it 
would not by any means come easy. The first 
men and women to colonize America suffered 
more than any of us can imagine. They en-
dured brutal wars, strife, famine, and much 
more, but they never gave up their dream, 
and slowly they began to see this dream 
come alive. When the same ill leadership the 
pilgrims had escaped in the 1600s began to 
take hold of the New World in the 1700s the 
colonists finally fought back. After the Rev-
olutionary War plagued them with years of 
death and despair, a new horizon dawned on 
America. The Declaration of Independence 
was signed and what was formerly known as 
The New World became The United States of 
America. 

Becoming a free nation of our own may 
have seemed like the end of struggle for the 
people of America at the time, but it was 
really only the beginning. After being ruled 
by a single monarch for so long the people in 
our country had no idea how to govern them-
selves. When they were finally declared a 
free nation there was a long period of strug-
gle for guidance and rule. Many feared that 
any form of government would tarnish the 
freedom they had struggled so hard to 
achieve. The very men who wrote our Con-
stitution harvested the fear that they would 
become their own dictator. They knew that 
it was entirely up to them to see that the fu-
ture of their country was a bright one, free 
from persecution and oppression in any form. 
That is why they did everything in their 
power to dispose of any form of ultimate 
rule. They knew they had only one chance to 
set the land of their dreams into motion. 
They wanted a balance between the power 
and the people. This way the people could 
have a say in what was just in everyday life 
rather than abiding by the rules of a leader 
focused only on what would make things 
easier for him or her. As a solution, they de-
veloped a three-part system, each containing 
officials elected either indirectly or directly 
by the people, each branch having one main 
duty: To see that one particular person or 
even section of the government never gained 
too much power. Not only did this three-part 
system give them the balance they were 
striving for, but our writers of our constitu-
tion hoped to ensure that every man, 
woman, and child living in America bene-
fited from the natural freedoms to which we 
are all entitled. And to this day, it does just 
that. 

As citizens of America today, we are still 
reaping the benefits of the sturdy foundation 
that was built up by our ancestors. The men 
and women who came together to put a stop 
to persecution did so not in vain. Look 
around. We are still living without it today. 
We have preserved their efforts, but in doing 
so some of us have lost sight of the sacrifices 
that have been made. Today many Ameri-
cans take the freedoms we have for granted. 
I’ve lived in the United States all my life, 
and I’m sure many of you have. I understand 
completely how hard it is to walk out that 
front door every morning and not take what 
we have for granted. When you live in a 
country as free and prosperous as ours how 
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could you not? But if we don’t continue to 
appreciate the sacrifices that have been 
made, neither will the generations following 
us. And the more we take what we have for 
granted, the more we lose those values the 
first colonists in the new world built our 
country upon. Now is our time to ensure that 
the foundation of our nation does not crum-
ble. I know I said previously that the United 
States becoming a free nation was only the 
beginning, but if we as a nation continue to 
strive for freedom and justice for all, we do 
not have to be the end. Our country has suc-
ceeded all these years for one reason and one 
reason only, and that is the effort that has 
been put forth by citizens just like every one 
of us in this room. We have the power to en-
sure that our country’s walls do not crumble, 
all we have to do is remember its roots, and 
continue to live by its foundation. 

In times like these, when there are huge 
obstacles facing us we need to keep our faith 
in our country and its foundation. The first 
settlers in the New World never gave up on 
their hopes and dreams, despite the famine 
and hardships they faced. Abraham Lincoln 
never lost sight of the bigger picture, regard-
less of the alarming death tolls brought 
about by the Civil War. He knew that our 
founders had structured a government stur-
dy enough to withstand the hardships of war 
and strife. All he had to do was encourage 
the people of our nation to create a brighter 
tomorrow. In the United States there is al-
ways a brighter tomorrow awaiting us, all 
we have to do is build it. 

f 

SUPPORT FOR NASA 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam Speaker, 
this year we celebrate many important anni-
versaries in our Nation’s civil space and aero-
nautics programs. Earlier this year, I intro-
duced H. Con. Res 287, which celebrated the 
50th anniversary of the United States Explorer 
I satellite, the world’s first scientific spacecraft, 
and which marked the birth of the United 
States space exploration program. Since the 
successful Explorer I launch, we have built the 
world’s leading civil space and aeronautics en-
terprise. Our human expeditions into space, 
our robotic science probes exploring the Earth 
and beyond, and our aeronautical research 
and development initiatives continue to deliver 
inspiring results and provide benefits to soci-
ety. 

Today, I am pleased to be an original co- 
sponsor of three resolutions that mark other 
key milestones in our civil space and aero-
nautics activities: H. Res. 1315, Commemo-
rating the 50th Anniversary of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration; H. 
Res. 1313, Celebrating the 25th Anniversary 
of the First American Woman in Space; and 
H. Res. 1312, Commemorating the 25th Anni-
versary of the Space Foundation. 

H. Res. 1315 commemorates the 50th Anni-
versary of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA), which was established 
on July 29, 1958, through the National Aero-
nautics and Space Act of 1958. NASA has 
achieved countless successes over the 50 
years since its creation and H. Res. 1315 re-
calls many of the agency’s accomplishments 
in human exploration, aeronautics, and space 
and Earth science. I strongly agree with the 

sentiment expressed in H. Res. 1315, ‘‘. . . in 
the last fifty years, NASA has positively im-
pacted almost every facet of our lives.’’ 
NASA’s contributions to aviation, to increased 
understanding of our climate, to the advance-
ment of our knowledge of the universe, and to 
the development of countless technologies 
that have made their way into broader societal 
applications have fundamentally changed our 
lives. 

Madam Speaker, the applied uses of NASA 
research and developments have enabled 
weather and environmental monitoring, com-
mercial satellite communications, and major 
improvements in commercial aviation. H. Res. 
1315 marks NASA’s successful launches of 
the first American manned spacecraft in 1961, 
the first human expedition to the Moon in 
1969, and the first Space Shuttle in 1981. 
NASA’s international cooperative ventures 
have allowed many of the world’s nations to 
join together in advancing technology and 
knowledge through the peaceful uses of outer 
space. NASA’s first 50 years have yielded 
truly remarkable discoveries and advances. I 
want to thank Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, who 
along with Mr. LAMPSON of Texas, introduced 
H. Res. 1315. H. Res. 1315 is an important 
opportunity to recognize NASA’s half century 
of achievements and the men and women of 
NASA that have made them possible, and I 
am pleased to support it. 

As a result of NASA’s human exploration 
program, we also celebrate the 25th anniver-
sary of the first American woman in space, Dr. 
Sally K. Ride. H. Res. 1313 commemorates 
that date in June of 1983 when Dr. Ride flew 
aboard the Space Shuttle Challenger, making 
history by becoming the first American woman 
in space. She went on to fly a second mission 
in 1984. When training for Dr. Ride’s third mis-
sion ended as a result of the tragic Challenger 
accident, she continued her contributions to 
NASA and the Nation as an educator and ad-
visor. H. Res. 1313 honors Dr. Ride’s passion 
and dedication as a tireless advocate for 
young women and girls to pursue education 
and careers in science, mathematics, and 
technology. The opportunities she is creating 
for our youth, especially girls and young 
women, to acquire hands-on learning in 
science will go far in training the next genera-
tion of leaders in science and engineering. 
That is something I care passionately about, 
and I thank my colleague, Mr. LAMPSON of 
Texas for introducing H. Res. 1313. 

In addition to the important role of our Fed-
eral government in the Nation’s space and 
aeronautics programs, many non-govern-
mental organizations provide outreach, edu-
cation, and advocacy that enhance our space 
and aeronautics activities. That is why I 
strongly support H. Res. 1312, commemo-
rating the 25th anniversary of the Space Foun-
dation. The Space Foundation, which is 
headquartered in Colorado Springs in my 
home state of Colorado, is a non-profit organi-
zation dedicated to using space to benefit hu-
manity and furthering space exploration, de-
velopment, and education. Since 1983, the 
Space Foundation has helped to ensure the 
strength and leadership of our space pro-
grams, and I am pleased that we can ac-
knowledge the Space Foundation’s endeavors 
in this regard. I thank my colleague, Mr. 
LAMBORN of Colorado, for introducing this res-
olution recognizing the Space Foundation for 
its 25 years of excellence and service. 

Madam Speaker, our nation’s space and 
aeronautics programs are critical sources of 
innovation and inspiration for our Nation. The 
contributions of NASA, our astronauts, and our 
space advocacy organizations provide benefits 
for our society, help strengthen our economy, 
and help train the next generation of scientists 
and engineers. I urge my colleagues to join 
me in supporting H. Res. 1315 commemo-
rating the 50th anniversary of NASA; H. Res. 
1313 celebrating the 25th anniversary of the 
first American woman in space, Dr. Sally K. 
Ride; and H. Res. 1312 commemorating the 
25th anniversary of the Space Foundation. 

f 

SPECIAL RECOGNITION OF M.W. 
FORD UPON HIS 90TH BIRTHDAY 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, on the occasion 
of his 90th birthday, I proudly salute a true 
public servant and model citizen of Dayton, 
Texas, Milo Westel Ford Jr. I would like to rec-
ognize and honor M.W. Ford for his out-
standing leadership and commitment to the 
people of Dayton. 

A native born Texan and a life-long resident 
of Dayton, Texas, Mr. Ford graduated from 
Dayton High School and later Rice University. 
In 1945 he retired from the United States Air 
Force as a captain. He retired from Dayton 
State Bank after 50 years of service. 

During the 90 years of his life, Mr. Ford has 
had a long career in public service. For three 
years, he served as the mayor of Dayton. For 
over 50 years Mr. Ford has been a Rotarian 
in Dayton. He has been recognized by numer-
ous organizations. Some of these include: Cit-
izen of the Year from the Liberty Dayton 
Chamber of Commerce and International Paul 
Harris Fellowship Award from Dayton Rotary. 
He served on the Dayton Community Develop-
ment Corporation, Legend Bank Board, Day-
ton Masonic Lodge, Lon Morris College Board 
of Development, and the Dayton Historical So-
ciety. Mr. Ford’s contribution to the fundraising 
efforts to help build the Jones Library in Day-
ton will not be forgotten. Both his hard work 
and love for Dayton, Texas has earned him 
enduring respect throughout the community. 

On behalf of the Second Congressional Dis-
trict of Texas, it gives me great pleasure to 
congratulate M.W. Ford on his 90th birthday. 
I commend this remarkable Texan for his serv-
ice, dedication, and contributions to the City of 
Dayton. 

f 

HONORING THE 100TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE READING PAGODA 

HON. JIM GERLACH 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. GERLACH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to join the residents of Reading, Penn-
sylvania in celebrating the 100th Anniversary 
of the City’s most recognizable landmark. 

The Reading Pagoda has stood on roughly 
10 acres on the southern tip of Mount Penn 
overlooking Reading since 1908. The seven- 
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story, red brick and tile building is usually the 
first thing that catches the eyes of visitors as 
they cross the Penn Street Bridge leading into 
downtown Reading. At night, the glow of the 
Pagoda’s red lights transform the building into 
a beacon easily seen for miles. 

Most visitors are curious about why a build-
ing associated with Japanese culture is in the 
middle of Pennsylvania Dutch Country. A post-
card from the Philippines with a pagoda on it 
inspired William Abbott Witman Sr. to build 
one in Reading at a cost of $50,000. In 1911, 
the City of Reading purchased the Pagoda for 
$1 after plans to open a luxury resort in the 
building fell through. 

Today, the Pagoda remains a proud symbol 
of Reading thanks to the dedication and 
countless hours of work by members of Pa-
goda Skyline Inc. This group of private citizens 
uses donations to maintain the building and 
grounds and organizes events, such as the 
planting of perennials each spring. 

Pagoda Skyline will help the City mark the 
100th Anniversary of the Pagoda on Saturday, 
July 12, 2008 during a car show atop Mount 
Penn. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that my colleagues 
join me today in congratulating the City of 
Reading and Pagoda Skyline Inc. on the his-
toric anniversary of the treasured Pagoda. 

f 

COMMENDING THE RESOLUTIONS 
ADOPTED AT THE 76TH ANNUAL 
MEETING OF THE U.S. 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to commend the work of the U.S. Council of 
Mayors for the progress made at their 76th 
annual meeting in Miami, Florida. 

I wish to express my full support for the 
three resolutions adopted by the council that 
call for immediate immigration reform. These 
resolutions: (1) Calling for Comprehensive Im-
migration Which Promotes the Reunification of 
Families, Provides Legal Status With a Path to 
Earned Citizenship, and a Plan for Current 
and Future Immigrant Workers, (2) U.S. Immi-
gration and Customs Worksite Enforcement 
and (3) Increasing Customs and Border Pro-
tection Staffing and Improving Infrastructure at 
International Ports of Entry, all serve to ad-
dress many of the challenges the U.S. immi-
grant community faces. 

I would like to recognize and thank the U.S. 
Council of Mayors for their efforts in promoting 
immigration reform. 

f 

60TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE JEF-
FERSON FIRE PROTECTION DIS-
TRICT IN SOUTHERN ILLINOIS 

HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to mark the 60th anniversary of the Jefferson 
Fire Protection District in southern Illinois. 

From a humble beginning, with a 51⁄2 
square mile district and a tanker that was a 

converted Army truck from World War II, to to-
day’s department with modern equipment cov-
ering 220 square miles, the Jefferson Fire Pro-
tection District has been keeping residents of 
Jefferson County, Illinois, safe for 60 years, 

It is because of dedicated citizens, willing to 
put themselves into harm’s way to help an-
other in need, that our Nation is the great 
place that it is. Every time the department has 
responded to a house fire, an auto accident, 
a medical crisis or any of the myriad of other 
emergencies that they have been called upon 
to face, these brave public servants have re-
minded us of what it means to be a hero. 

I want to congratulate the members of the 
Jefferson Fire Protection District, past and 
present, on reaching this milestone. I also 
want to thank them for the vital public service 
they render to local residents. 

f 

HONORING MR. DON C. HUBBARD 

HON. WILLIAM J. JEFFERSON 
OF LOUISIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. JEFFERSON. Madam Speaker, this 
weekend the Urban League of Greater New 
Orleans will honor Mr. Don C. Hubbard for a 
life committed to justice and self-help for Afri-
can Americans. In honoring him, the Urban 
League printed the following biography of his 
life’s work in its 2008 Annual Gala Program: 

‘‘Mr. Don C. Hubbard has dedicated his en-
tire life to the fight for social justice. As a 
champion of equality, he has contributed 
greatly to the battle against discrimination 
in the public and political communities of 
New Orleans. From his work during the Civil 
Rights Movement to his commitment to pro-
vide students with an opportunity to attend 
college, Mr. Hubbard has selflessly crusaded 
to establish a voice for the voiceless in New 
Orleans. 

Mr. Hubbard’s career in public advocacy 
began with the Civil Rights Movement in the 
1960s. As a member of the New Orleans Chap-
ter of the Congress of Racial Equality 
(CORE), Mr. Hubbard contributed to numer-
ous sit-ins and demonstrations throughout 
the South with acts of leadership and cour-
age. In 1963, Mr. Hubbard helped organize the 
first march on New Orleans City Hall to de-
liver better jobs and greater access to public 
facilities. In the late 1960s, he participated in 
a demonstration at Southern University at 
Baton Rouge to protest segregated stores. As 
a result of the demonstration, the partici-
pants were sprayed with tear gas and water 
hoses. 

As a community leader, Mr. Hubbard has 
established numerous organizations and 
foundations to enhance the quality of life 
throughout New Orleans. In the late 1960s, he 
established the Gentilly East Development 
Association (GEDA) to lobby the city for 
adequate city services, including garbage 
collection, underground drainage and street 
paving. In 1967, Mr. Hubbard organized the 
Southern Organization for Unified Leader-
ship (SOUL) to grant support to African- 
Americans seeking public office. SOUL has 
remained at the forefront of the struggle to 
gain leadership roles for African-Americans 
and is also a vital organization in the polit-
ical arena. As a member of the trustee board 
of the Greater St. Stephen Full Gospel Bap-
tist Church, he launched the Paul S. Morton, 
Sr. Scholarship Fund. The foundation has 
provided five (5) $5,000 scholarships a year to 
help students in their college endeavors for 
the last 19 years. 

Mr. Hubbard is not only a Civil Rights 
leader and community activist, but also an 
entrepreneur. In the 1970s, Mr. Hubbard es-
tablished the largest 100 percent Black- 
owned and operated services company in 
America, Superdome Services, Inc. He has 
also served as president and a major stock-
holder of Louisiana Sports, Inc., while work-
ing as vice president of managing and pro-
moting the former light/heavyweight cham-
pion of the world, Michael Spinks. Mr. Hub-
bard also spent time working for Spencer 
Promotions managing former heavyweight 
champion Riddick Bowe. A former state em-
ployee in the Louisiana Department of Agri-
culture and Forestry, Mr. Hubbard currently 
owns and operates the Hubbard Mansion Bed 
and Breakfast on St. Charles Avenue in New 
Orleans.’’ 

We, in the U. S. Congress and the people 
of our Nation are grateful for Mr. Hubbard’s 
service to all of us and Join the Urban League 
of Greater New Orleans in honoring him for a 
life well lived in the service of others. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, due to other 
Congressional business, I unfortunately 
missed recorded votes on the House floor on 
Tuesday, July 8, 2008. 

Had I been able to vote that day, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote Nos. 471, 
472, and 473. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 5811, ELECTRONIC MES-
SAGE PRESERVATION ACT 

SPEECH OF 

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 9, 2008 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in strong support of H.R. 5811, the 
‘‘Electronic Message Preservation Act,’’ intro-
duced by my friend and colleague on the 
Oversight and Government Reform Com-
mittee, Chairman WAXMAN. 

With the advent and proliferation of elec-
tronic communication, the time has come for 
us to improve the methods for preserving 
records. Gone are the days when correspond-
ence was sent solely using paper. E-mail has 
become the primary method of communica-
tion, and it is imperative that we develop pro-
cedures to stay current with the evolving tech-
nologies. 

The bill before us today would direct the Ar-
chivist to establish standards for the capture, 
management, and preservation of White 
House e-mails and other electronic messages 
and to certify that the system meets the re-
quirements established by the Archivist. Addi-
tionally, H.R. 5811 directs the Archivist to 
issue regulations requiring agencies to pre-
serve electronic messages that are records in 
an electronic format. These regulations must 
cover, at a minimum, the capture, manage-
ment, preservation, and electronic retrieval of 
these electronic records. 
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I believe that this legislation will help future 

administrations avoid the issues that seemed 
to plague this White House with reports that 
officials were using RNC e-mail accounts to 
conduct official business and then deleting 
those e-mails from servers. H.R. 5811 will en-
hance the transparency of government while 
ensuring an accurate historical record. 

f 

REMEMBERING BOSNIAN 
GENOCIDE VICTIMS 

HON. JOHN W. OLVER 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. OLVER. Madam Speaker, as we com-
memorate the 13th anniversary of the 
Srebrenica genocide, perpetrated by nation-
alist Serb forces predominantly against 
Bosniaks, Bosnian Muslims, it is time to pay 
tribute to the tragic episodes not only in 
Srebrenica, but also in other less-known 
places in Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

In the spring of 1992, a deliberate, centrally 
planned, and well-organized campaign of eth-
nic cleansing, mass murder, rape, torture, and 
intimidation terrorized the civilian population 
throughout Bosnia and Herzegovina and took 
the lives of 200,000 men, women, and chil-
dren. Out of those, 8,000 perished in 
Srebrenica alone during a period of less than 
five days in July of 1995. In the end, 2 million 
Bosnians were displaced from their homes, 
and the country’s rich cultural and religious 
heritage and monuments were deliberately de-
stroyed. Shattered state institutions remain 
dysfunctional from the chaos and are strug-
gling to cope with the significant loss of Bos-
nia’s population. Today, survivors are battling 
post-traumatic stress disorder, orphans are 
still searching for their parents’ remains, and 
new mass graves continue to be discovered. 
The entire western Balkans region has still not 
fully recovered from the violent break-up of 
Yugoslavia. 

The human tragedy that befell Bosnia and 
its citizens in places less known such as 
Bihac, Zepa, Gorazde, and Visegrad needs to 
be revisited and marked in its proper place in 
the memory of human experience and history. 
If the international community had possessed 
the will to protect the UN-designated ‘‘safe 
haven’’ of Srebrenica, it would have prevented 
the tragic outcome and thousands of innocent 
lives would have been with us here today. The 
world had said ‘‘never again’’ to genocide, 
only to abandon the people of Bosnia to an 
unspeakable nightmare. Today, let us remind 
ourselves of the consequences: Srebrenica 
was the worst single atrocity in Europe after 
World War II. We cannot pretend that Bosnia’s 
struggles are simply in the past, nor that the 
country has fully stabilized. The people of 
Bosnia are still trying to rebuild their country, 
to reform the institutions that were responsible 
for the genocide, and to move beyond ethno- 
territorial divisions into a functional democratic 
state. 

As we mark July 11th, we must always re-
member the innocent people who lost their 
lives while the international community failed 
to act. We must acknowledge that justice will 
prevail only when General Ratko Mladic and 
Radovan Karadzic are apprehended, and we 
must never forget the horrors that befell the 
people of Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

RETIREMENT OF JAMES M. 
LARIVIERE, REPUBLICAN STAFF 
DIRECTOR, COMMITTEE ON VET-
ERANS’ AFFAIRS, UNITED 
STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES 

HON. STEVE BUYER 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. BUYER. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
honor and bid farewell to an exceptional lead-
er, patriot, and friend, James M. Lariviere, as 
he retires from civilian Federal service. A Ma-
rine Corps Reserve colonel selected for pro-
motion to brigadier general, he is returning to 
active duty to continue his distinguished mili-
tary career. 

Throughout his life Jim Lariviere has been a 
devoted servant to his country and fellow citi-
zens. A native of Rochester, New York, he 
earned a bachelor’s degree in history from the 
Citadel in 1979. During my freshman year at 
the Citadel, Jim personally ensured that I was 
‘‘squared away’’ when I navigated the trials 
and tribulations of ‘‘knob year’’ in the Corps of 
Cadets. While at the Citadel, Jim distinguished 
himself with scholarship having worn aca-
demic gold stars, and with military bearing as 
a member of the junior sword drill, Summerall 
Guards, and as Regimental Adjutant for the 
Corps of Cadets. 

Upon graduation, Jim was commissioned as 
an officer with the United States Marine 
Corps. During his time on active duty, Jim 
Lariviere commanded a force reconnaissance 
platoon in Beirut, Lebanon, and served as a 
company executive officer, company com-
mander, assistant operations officer, and 
White House Social Aide. He is a graduate of 
the Amphibious Reconnaissance School, U.S. 
Army Ranger School and earned the privilege 
to wear the Navy Marine Corps Parachutist In-
signia. In every assignment he excelled in his 
service, being recognized by numerous 
awards and medals, including: The Bronze 
Star, Meritorious Service Medal (2), Navy Ma-
rine Corps Commendation Medal (4), Joint 
Service Achievement Medal, Joint Meritorious 
Unit Citation, Afghanistan Campaign Medal 
(with 2 campaign stars), Global War on Ter-
rorism Medal. Jim also holds a masters de-
gree in national security affairs from George-
town University and he is a graduate of the Air 
War College. 

Jim left active duty, transitioned to the Ma-
rine Corps Reserve and joined my congres-
sional staff in 1993, bringing his military values 
and experience to the United States House of 
Representatives. Jim successfully balanced 
his Reserve duties with a career on Capitol 
Hill. Initially, he worked on my office staff as 
the military legislative assistant handling na-
tional security, veterans’, and technology 
issues. He also acted as the lead staff mem-
ber for the House National Guard and Re-
serve Components Caucus. In February 1999, 
he joined the professional staff of the House 
Armed Services Committee as a member of 
the policy group where he had responsibility 
for a wide variety of defense policy issues in-
cluding national security and military strategy, 
force structure policy, on-going military oper-
ations, peacekeeping, and military readiness 
policy. 

In 2003, Jim Lariviere joined the firm of Hol-
land & Knight LLP as a Senior National Secu-

rity Policy Advisor, working directly with the 
late Congresswoman Tillie Fowler. He also 
served as a consultant to the Defense Policy 
Board. In May 2005, he returned to Capitol Hill 
as the Republican Staff Director of the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs during the 
109th Congress, when I was chairman. While 
staff director, he was ordered to active duty in 
Afghanistan from June through December 
2006. While in Afghanistan as part of oper-
ation Enduring Freedom, he served as Deputy 
Director for Training Operations, Plans and 
Education at the Combined Security Assist-
ance Command. During the same period, he 
also served as mentor to the G–3 of the Af-
ghan National Army. For his military service in 
Afghanistan he was awarded the Bronze Star. 

During his tenure as staff director, he led 
and supervised the committee and sub-
committee staffs in their legislative and over-
sight work, which included the enactment of 
the Servicemembers’ Group Life Insurance 
Enhancement Act of 2005, which became 
Public Law 109–80, and the Veterans’ Bene-
fits, Health Care and Information Technology 
Act of 2006, which became Public Law 109– 
461. 

When I became the Ranking Republican 
Member in 2007, Jim Lariviere continued as 
the Republican staff director. He was instru-
mental in the minority staff development of a 
Republican alternative budget proposal for Fis-
cal Year 2008 and 2009 and in a successful 
amendment to the Wounded Warrior Act, 
which was incorporated into the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008, 
Public Law 110–181. His tireless efforts re-
sulted in significant improvements in the care 
and treatment of injured or ill servicemembers 
returning from Operation Iraqi Freedom and 
Operation Enduring Freedom. 

Jim has spent his life dedicated to serving 
this Nation. As he takes yet another step in 
continuing that service, as a warrior, a leader, 
and a patriot in every facet, I am confident 
that he will do so with strong devotion to the 
country and to men and women who defend 
our freedom and way of life. 

I am honored to call this family man my 
friend. He has earned the respect and admira-
tion of all who know him and he embodies the 
principles and character that epitomizes what 
is expected of a model Marine Corps officer, 
or any officer. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me today in recognizing the remarkable 
career of Jim Lariviere and to thank him for 
his leadership and honorable service to our 
country. I say to him, ‘‘Bravo Zulu’’ and wish 
him, his wife, Virginia, and their four children, 
much success and happiness during the next 
chapters of their lives. ‘‘Hit it smack’’ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT 
COLONEL EDWARD M. FORTUNATO 

HON. ROBIN HAYES 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. HAYES. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and to pay tribute to Lieutenant 
Colonel Edward M. Fortunato, United States 
Army, on the occasion of his retirement from 
active duty. Lieutenant Colonel Fortunato, a 
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truly exceptional officer, has served our great 
Nation for more than 20 years and I am proud 
to call him my friend. 

Over the past three years, I have had the 
honor of working with LTC Fortunato on a va-
riety of issues during his tenure as the Con-
gressional Liaison for all Army Aviation pro-
grams. As a fellow aviator, I have come to 
know and respect Ed and his dedication to his 
work on behalf of the warfighter. There is no 
doubt that LTC Fortunato has been instru-
mental in educating Members of the House 
Armed Services Committee on Army Aviation 
programs and initiatives. His tireless efforts 
working with members of the Committee and 
staff was singularly instrumental in the suc-
cessful authorization and appropriation of the 
Light Utility Helicopter, Armed Reconnais-
sance Helicopter, Joint Cargo Aircraft, Chi-
nook Multi-year, Apache, Black Hawk Multi- 
year and numerous Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 
and Aviation Research and Development 
projects. 

My staff and I worked especially closely with 
Ed on the Joint Cargo Aircraft program, and I 
am convinced that the success of our Con-
gressional efforts, and the ability of the JCA 
program to move forward, is in large part due 
to LTC Fortunato. 

On behalf of Congress and the United 
States of America, I thank LTC Fortunato for 
his tireless efforts in the support of Army 
transformation. His professionalism, expertise, 
and efforts showcase his patriotism, and his 
dedication to his fellow aviators and 
warfighters in the field. LTC Fortunato is a true 
Jedi Knight. 

I want to personally thank LTC Ed 
Fortunato, his wife Monique and his entire 
family for their commitment, sacrifice, and the 
contributions they have made throughout his 
honorable military service. I congratulate LTC 
Ed Fortunato on completing an exceptional 
and extremely successful military career and 
his dedicated service to our Nation. I wish Ed 
and his family many blessings and much suc-
cess as he begins his future endeavors and 
embarks on new adventures. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JERRY WELLER 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to enter into the RECORD votes I 
would have cast had I been present for Roll- 
call votes 434 through 440 and 465 through 
470. I was absent on part of the day Friday, 
June 20th, Monday, June 23rd, Thursday, 
June 26th, and Tuesday July 8th due to per-
sonal reasons. 

If I were present I would have voted, ‘‘nay’’ 
on Rollcall vote 434; ‘‘nay’’ on Rollcall vote 
435; ‘‘nay’’ on Rollcall vote 436; ‘‘yea’’ on Roll-
call vote 437; ‘‘yea’’ on Rollcall vote 438; 
‘‘yea’’ on Rollcall vote 439; ‘‘yea’’ on Rollcall 
vote 440; ‘‘yea’’ on Rollcall vote 465; ‘‘yea’’ on 
Rollcall vote 466; ‘‘aye’’ on Rollcall vote 467; 
‘‘yea’’ on Rollcall vote 468; ‘‘nay’’ on Rollcall 
vote 469; ‘‘yea’’ on Rollcall vote 470; ‘‘aye’’ on 
Rollcall vote 471; ‘‘aye’’ on Rollcall vote 472; 
and ‘‘aye’’ on Rollcall vote 473. 

REMEMBERING THE LIFE OF 
DOROTHEA E. HOSKINS 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise with 
great sadness as I pay tribute to Dorothea E. 
Hoskins an outstanding daughter of Harlem 
who recently passed away. As I speak with 
profound sorrow, I ascend to celebrate a life 
well lived and to remember with fondness the 
accomplishments of a remarkable woman 
who, over her many years and under much 
adversity, was an ardent supporter of civil 
rights, human liberty and a leader in the Post-
al Service. 

The death of Dorothea on June 28, 2008, 
brought immense sorrow and loss to her fam-
ily and friends, and to the countless individuals 
associated with the National Alliance of Postal 
and Federal Employees. Dorothea was re-
spected and esteemed by all the members 
throughout the United States Postal Service 
where she served as a clerk from 1989 until 
her retirement from the New York Planetarium 
Station. 

‘‘Dottie’’ as she was affectionately known, 
was an inspiration and true symbol of strength 
and commitment to her church family as a 
faithful member of St. Luke’s Baptist Church 
for more than 60 years. She was a shining 
representation of selfless love for mankind, 
and derived significant gratification from her 
years of service with St. Luke’s, citing the joy 
of spreading the word of salvation through 
Jesus Christ to the lost and created support 
for missionaries throughout the world. 

As a staunch supporter of civil rights and 
human liberties, she served as an Executive 
Committee Member of the NAACP Mid-Man-
hattan Branch for over two decades, served 
on various committees, and frequently chaired 
Black History Month Programs. 

Dorothea also served as a leader by en-
couraging the exchange of professional knowl-
edge among Alliance members nation-wide 
and provided long-term service within District 
VIII of the National Alliance of Postal and Fed-
eral Employees while serving as District VIII 
President from 1990–1992. She achieved so 
much during the span of her career that her 
comrades will continue to benefit from her 
work even as they miss her ongoing presence 
among us. 

Madam Speaker, rather than mourn her 
passing, I hope that my colleagues will join me 
in celebrating the life of Dorothea Hoskins by 
remembering that she exemplified greatness 
in every way. 

f 

GREATER LAKE HOUSTON HEART 
WALK 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, On June 30th 
Texans from the greater lake Houston area 
joined together to participate in The American 
Heart Association’s Greater Lake Houston 
Heart Walk. The number one and number 
three killers of Americans Heart disease and 

stroke do not discriminate against age, race, 
or gender. 

By raising awareness, encouraging physical 
activity, and involving the community, partici-
pants are empowered with life altering infor-
mation. Through initiatives like the greater lake 
Houston walk, the American Heart Associa-
tion’s goal is to not only encourage physical 
exercise but to also educate the community 
about circulatory diseases. According to the 
census bureau, in 2005 over 36,000,000 peo-
ple reported being diagnosed with either Heart 
Disease or Stroke. 

Participants in the American Heart Associa-
tion Walks can learn about why it is important 
to stay healthy, and at the same time con-
tribute to research, advocacy, and public edu-
cation. Donations raised through sponsorships 
and citizens alike have allowed the American 
Heart Association to continue its mission since 
1924. In the years 2005–2006 they invested 
more than $543 million in the fight against 
heart disease and stroke. 

Perhaps one of the most important means 
of Heart Disease and Stroke prevention is the 
regular maintenance of a healthy lifestyle. This 
measure is especially connected to regular 
physical exercise as many risk factors are all 
interrelated to a lack thereof. These include in-
activity, excess weight, high cholesterol, and 
high blood pressure. 

Through educating Americans of risk fac-
tors, symptoms, and prevention the hope is to 
reduce instances of heart disease and stroke 
25 percent by 2010. Community involvement 
in the Greater Lake Houston Heart Walk and 
others like it encourages others to also be-
come aware of the number one and number 3 
killers of Americans. From heart healthy eating 
to physical activity, learning the means of pre-
vention and passing them along, is the key to 
these walks’ successes. 

f 

EXPRESSING THE APPRECIATION 
OF MARVA ALLEN AND HER 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE COMMU-
NITY 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to express my appreciation for Marva Allen 
and the Hue-Man bookstore’s contribution to 
the community. 

Marva Allen, entrepreneur, author and vi-
sionary, became a managing partner/CEO of 
the Hue-Man bookstore in 2004. Born in Ja-
maica, Allen earned her degrees in England 
and the U.S., launched a multi-million dollar 
computer tech company and built a very suc-
cessful career in the business world. Her cre-
ative ways and fresh ideas for a new business 
made Hue-Man Bookstore and Cafe a suc-
cessful project and a crown jewel of Harlem. 
In addition to being a bookstore, Hue-Man is 
a cultural and community center. 

Marva Allen’s focus is the literacy for all. 
She firmly believes that through her business, 
she is able to bring and impact change for the 
community of Harlem. She is a member of 
various philanthropic organizations, such as 
LitWorld, that addresses literacy worldwide, St. 
Hope Leadership Academy, an educational 
center, and Melvin Van Peebles Foundation, 
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that promotes worldwide access to education 
and research. 

Despite the difficulties and hardships of 
competing with internet website stores and 
street vendors, the Hue-Man bookstore re-
mains a thriving venture with a lot to offer. 
Marva Allen’s plans for the future are enthusi-
astic and impressive. She envisions the ex-
pansion of the Hue-Man bookstore through the 
e-commerce project with state of the art tech-
nology, branding and global marketing. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO METRO UNITED U–17 
GIRLS SOCCER TEAM 

HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to an outstanding group of 
young ladies from Madison County, IL. 

The Metro United U–17 girls soccer team 
won second place in the Illinois Youth Soccer 
Association State Cup finals June 15 in 
Libertyville, IL. Their only loss was in the 
championship game to Eclipse Select, the 
number one ranked team in the nation. Along 
the way to the finals, Metro United beat 
Eclipse Select South 2–0, Illinois Fusion 3–1, 
and Chicago Magic 1–0. 

I want to congratulate coaches Tony 
Segobiano and Mitch Bohnak, and the mem-
bers of the Metro United U–17 team: Megan 
Pawloski, Brittney Dailey, Jenny Humphrey, 
Emily Morris, Kelli Segobiano, Tess Huetner, 
Allison Menchak, Ashley Juravich, Jordan 
Hendrickson, Kaisi Hartwick, Kaitlyn Hoffman, 
Sam Poteet and Maureen Nesbit. 

These young ladies have devoted many 
hours of hard work and dedication toward 
reaching this achievement, and I join with the 
other members of the House in congratulating 
them. 

f 

HONORING IRENE PEVERI FOR 
HER DECADES OF PUBLIC SERV-
ICE AND COMMITMENT TO THE 
NEIGHBORHOODS OF NEW YORK 
CITY 

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, New York lost an exceptional com-
munity leader this month when Irene Peveri 
passed away. Irene Peveri was not just a 
leader, but a mentor and innovator who 
helped change the very skyline of Manhattan 
by persuading the city to require livable 
streetscapes in our densely urban community. 

For nearly three decades, Irene Peveri pas-
sionately advocated both growth and preser-
vation in New York City neighborhoods, and 
became a leading voice for ‘‘contextual zon-
ing’’—the idea that taller buildings are appro-
priate for avenues with their wider boulevards 
and retail activity, while low scale buildings are 
a better fit for side streets. She worked tire-
lessly with community boards, grassroots or-
ganizations, neighbors, politicians, business 
leaders, and entrepreneurs to ensure that New 

York’s neighborhoods retained a human scale. 
When she testified, her presentations were al-
ways thoughtful, factual, impressive and deliv-
ered with persuasive sincerity. 

In the early 1980s Irene joined with her 
neighbors in successfully challenging the con-
struction of a ‘‘sliver building.’’ Sliver buildings 
are tall slender buildings constructed on lots 
that have a narrow frontage, typically 45 feet 
or less. The effort was successful when the 
city adopted a law banning sliver buildings in 
1983. 

In 1985, local leaders in founded East Side 
Rezoning Alliance (ESRA), a coalition of com-
munity groups dedicated to advocating zoning 
changes that would scale down allowable 
heights for new buildings on side streets. Irene 
served as ESRA’s co-chair for most of its ex-
istence. At every opportunity, Irene encour-
aged builders and community groups to work 
together to ensure that new developments 
would be compatible in scale with older build-
ings in the neighborhood. 

ESRA funded several planning studies to 
change the New York City Zoning Resolution, 
using the proceeds from an annual street fair 
along Third Avenue and grants from philan-
thropic organizations. These studies per-
suaded the Department of City Planning to 
support the rezoning of many areas between 
14th and 59th streets, and led to a permanent 
change in city law. The new zoning text re-
stricted large scale development to the ave-
nues, and imposed stricter building heights on 
the side streets. This mix of development al-
lows tall buildings to rise without overwhelming 
the neighborhood. The latest study funded by 
ESRA was the CB6 197–a Plan, a community- 
based plan covering the entire Community 
Board 6 area. It was adopted by the City 
Council on March 26, 2008. 

The model Irene and her allies developed 
was replicated elsewhere in the city. ESRA 
gave support and guidance to community 
groups that were trying to fend off over-
building. With Irene’s assistance, other neigh-
borhood groups were able to persuade the city 
to adopt contextual zoning for their areas. As 
a result, most neighborhoods enjoy a mix of 
development, and Manhattan residents can 
still enjoy a glimpse of the sky. 

More recently, Irene worked with the Coali-
tion for Community Facility Reform to oppose 
the proliferation of rear yard incursions. New 
York City’s zoning resolution mandates rear 
yards, which were intended to provide resi-
dents with unbroken, block-long swaths of 
green. In 1961, the law was amended to allow 
community facilities (a term that includes ev-
erything from doctors’ offices to monasteries, 
from day-care centers to various non-profits) 
to build extensions in the rear yards of resi-
dential buildings all the way to the property 
line, so long as the addition is no more than 
23 feet high. These rear yard incursions re-
duce the availability of light, air and green 
space for residents of neighboring properties. 
Irene and other community leaders worked to 
persuade the city to change the zoning resolu-
tion to further restrict the types of entities that 
are eligible for the exemption to schools, 
houses of worship, colleges or universities, 
and hospitals and related facilities. 

Irene was a member of Community Board 6 
and served on its Land Use Committee. Dur-
ing that time, Irene was a vital participant in 
every major zoning review and initiative of 
Community Board 6, from the rebuilding of 

Third Avenue, to, most recently, the develop-
ment proposals for the Con Edison site on 
First Avenue. She remained active in the 
Community Board until her death and was 
Second-Vice Chair of the Board when she 
passed away. The Board recently celebrated 
her achievements at a ceremony held May 19, 
2008. 

Irene Peveri had a genuine passion for and 
dedication to all of Manhattan’s neighbor-
hoods. She was a consensus builder who un-
derstood the importance of working in concert 
with her neighbors. Irene had a unique gift for 
empowering others and engaging them in the 
community. She possessed a talent for bring-
ing people and ideas together, forging unlikely 
partnerships that helped achieve the goal of 
making sure New York remains a livable city. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that my distinguished 
colleagues join me in recognizing the enor-
mous contributions to civic and political life 
made by Irene Peveri, a dedicated activist 
who made an extraordinary difference in the 
way New York City has developed. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. STEVE COHEN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, I rise to note 
that I would have voted in favor of H.R. 3981, 
the Preserve America and Save America’s 
Treasures Act (Rollcall No. 471). I was unable 
to be present during the vote for this bill be-
cause my flight from Memphis to Washington 
was delayed due to an air traffic control 
constraint. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF THE RECENT SU-
PREME COURT DECISION ON DC’S 
HANDGUN BAN 

HON. DENNIS A. CARDOZA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to offer my support for the recent deci-
sion made by the United States Supreme 
Court upholding the right of residents of the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere to keep 
and bear arms. On Thursday, June 26, 2008, 
the Court rightly struck down the decades old 
ban on handgun possession and ownership in 
the District of Columbia, one of the strictest 
bans in the country. 

Throughout my tenure in Congress, I have 
co-sponsored legislation to end this ban and 
to expand gun rights within the District to pre-
serve the Second Amendment rights guaran-
teed to all Americans by the U.S. Constitution. 
Furthermore, I signed an amicus brief along 
with 249 other members of this respected 
body opposing the District’s gun ban and urg-
ing the Supreme Court to recognize its con-
stitutional defects. 

In issuing its decision, the Court affirmed 
and protected the Constitution and the right of 
a sportsman to have a registered shotgun in 
his home and renewed the right of a home-
owner to possess a handgun in order to pro-
tect one’s family and property from intruders. 

While I certainly understand the desire to 
consider occurrences of violent crime when 
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crafting gun control legislation, our country is 
based on the premise that enforcement of our 
fundamental rights cannot be haphazard. Our 
Founding Fathers fought for the individual lib-
erties we all enjoy—among them, the right to 
possess firearms. This right, along with the 
freedom of the press or the privilege against 
self-incrimination, must not be dismissed or di-
luted. 

As a hunter and gun rights advocate, I ap-
plaud the Supreme Court for its decision. I 
look forward to continuing my work in Con-
gress to protect the integrity of the Second 
Amendment. 

f 

IN HONOR OF THE SERVICE OF 
JOHN LANCASTER 

HON. STENY H. HOYER 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life and work of a historic figure 
in my community, Mr. John Lancaster, who 
passed away on July 1st at the age of 90. 

John Lancaster was a man of principle and 
deep devotion to his community. As the first 
elected African-American county commissioner 
in the history of St. Mary’s County, Maryland, 
Mr. Lancaster was certainly a political trail-
blazer. Breaking that barrier was indeed as-
tonishing. John believed that he was account-
able to all in the community as he simply but 
eloquently once said ‘‘I was a commissioner 
serving all people.’’ 

Perhaps the most important issue to John 
was education. A local official in my commu-
nity recently dubbed him as the ‘‘education 
commissioner’’ and many regarded him as a 
mentor in education policy. As commissioner, 
John could not sit idly as public schools were 
decaying in front of him. Today, because of 
his efforts and foresight, education is a very 
important issue in St. Mary’s County, and stu-
dents are learning in first class facilities. 

John Lancaster was the personification of 
hard work and optimism. In face of discrimina-
tion he pressed forward. Mr. Lancaster will 
certainly be remembered as an example for 
those who dare to dream the impossible. I 
would like to offer my condolences to his lov-
ing family, as we mourn the loss of an extraor-
dinary person. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO RAYMOND THAYER 
DONOVAN 

HON. JOHN B. LARSON 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to pay tribute to a dear 
friend and mentor of mine, Raymond Thayer 
Donovan, who passed away on May 10, 2008. 
A World War II vet and engaged civic leader, 
Ray stood at the center of Connecticut politics. 
I, along with the entire State, mourn this great 
loss. It is with great honor that I submit for the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD remarks made at his 
funeral by Kevin Brown and myself. Through 
these words, we remember the life and spirit 
of a truly great man. 

KEVIN BROWN 

First and foremost, I’d like to thank Lou-
ise and the family for the honor of being able 
to say a few works today in remembrance of 
Raymond. Like so many of you, I loved him 
very much. 

I know that Raymond would have wanted 
me to be brief. For his sake, I will try. But 
it won’t be easy. When Shelley called and 
asked me to speak today she told me that 
the family thought that I might be someone 
who could best tell Raymond’s story. Try as 
I might, I couldn’t do it. I felt like I was tell-
ing my story. 

You see, all of my memories of Raymond 
are about what he did for me, how he helped 
shape my life, what he taught me, and the 
example he set. I finally realized that telling 
Raymond’s story is so hard because it was 
never about him; it was always about the 
people in his life. Raymond was the most un-
selfish person I’ve ever met. For him, it was 
never about power, recognition, success or 
wealth. His greatest source of satisfaction 
came from helping others. He was never out 
front claiming the credit. He moved through 
the world without making any noise but his 
fingerprints were everywhere. He was always 
encouraging. He made us feel appreciated 
and a part of something. 

More importantly, Raymond had this 
unique capacity to gaze at a room full of peo-
ple and sense who was feeling left out, who 
was drifting from the group and who needed 
to be touched. Without us ever realizing 
why, he would suddenly appear as you turned 
to leave. And he would ask you to stay, tell-
ing you how smart you were, how much you 
were needed, and how proud he was of you. 
And once he knew you were back in the fold, 
he’d disappear just as suddenly and be on his 
way to make someone else fell important 
and wanted. And he did this without ever 
asking you to follow him. Quite to the con-
trary, he’d try to convince you to lead on the 
promise that he would follow. It was his re- 
assurance that made so many of us confident 
to take such bold steps in our lives. 

In fact, of one thing I am sure: Raymond 
never saw himself as a leader. If the truth be 
told, he was a shepherd. Someone who guided 
so many people through the journey of life, 
showing us the way and watching over us, 
making sure that, if possible, no harm came 
to us. And when we stumbled or fell, he was 
there to pick us up, dust us off and send us 
back on our way. 

Whether it was his family or the Lions 
Club, the fourth district, the folks at 
Latimere Point, his co-workers at the State 
Capitol, or for that matter, anyone who 
knew him. Raymond was their shepherd, 
that silhouette of a man off on the hillside 
watching over us. A man who gave much and 
asked for so little; and someone who taught 
us the power of humility, integrity, and for-
giveness. 

Being a shepherd can be lonely. Standing 
watch can be a heavy burden. Every shep-
herd needs a star to guide them, a point in 
the distance, ever true, to fix upon, to draw 
strength from, and point the way. Raymond 
had Louise. She was his North Star and he 
knew he was her knight in shining armor. 
She was his greatest source of strength and 
her unconditional love was his greatest re-
ward in life. Together, they helped us all en-
dure our moments of doubt and enjoy our-
selves along the way. 

The last time that Raymond and I spoke 
was last year at a wonderful memorial serv-
ice that my sister held for my mom in 
Saybrook. As always, Raymond was smiling 
and so happy to see me. He told me how 
proud he was of me and what a wonderful 
person I was. He spoke fondly of how wonder-
ful my mom was and what a great job she did 

raising us. This morning, I thought how iron-
ic it was for that to be the last time I’d see 
Raymond. I realized that so many people go 
through the journey of life and never have a 
shepherd to watch over them. And I had two: 
Raymond and my mom. 

Raymond, I hope that this wasn’t too 
long!! I tried to tell your story as briefly as 
I could. And Raymond, I want you to know 
I’ve made the journey this far with your help 
and without you, I might surely have lost 
my way. 

JOHN LARSON 
A great light went out of our lives, and cre-

ated an indescribable void and pang that 
only the warm memory of such a wonderful 
man can console us. On behalf of U.S. Sen-
ator Dodd and myself, it was an honor to fly 
a flag over the United States Capitol in 
memory of this Navy Veteran, elected offi-
cial, and public servant. Ray Donovan’s life 
defined civic commitment, love of country, 
and love of family. 

My father will be gone 20 years this Octo-
ber. Ray and he were great friends. Ray 
Donovan made sure in my father’s absence 
that he took time to share with me and my 
brothers and sisters the fond memories about 
my father. As all of my family can attest, 
Ray was a man of letters, a great writer, and 
conveyor of sentimentality and the human 
condition. His letters would always give you 
pause and make you reflect. In those letters 
he never failed to mention some anecdote 
about Dad and how proud he would be. He 
went out of his way to honor us, by honoring 
the memory of our father, and his friend. I 
am humbled to be asked to remember him 
today. 

I heard of Ray and Louise Donovan long 
before I ever met them. Growing up in East 
Hartford, Democratic politics played a huge 
roll. For me, they were lessons learned at my 
mother’s knee. They were, after all, the gen-
eration who elected John Kennedy. . . . The 
Donovans were kitchen table conversation at 
the Larson’s house long before I ever met 
them in person. 

My mother would talk of Ray Donovan in 
the most respectful tone. What a gentleman! 
What a thoughtful, intelligent man! What a 
loyal and good friend! What patience, what a 
calming force! 

Through Mom’s eyes and words we learned 
of a man who seemed like John Forsythe, 
Jimmy Stewart, and Ozzie Nelson rolled up 
into one. He did not disappoint . . . 

Louise and Ray . . . like . . . well . . . Tra-
cey and Hepburn; Fred Astaire and Ginger 
Rodgers, or as we say in East Hartford, Herb 
and Reggie; Burns and Allen; Ricky and 
Lucy; Bill and Hillary, or Nikki and Bill: 
take your pick . . . in East Hartford; it was 
Louise and Ray, the political power couple of 
the day! Louise, unafraid to assert her view 
and giving new meaning to the word candor, 
Ray, diplomatic and ever gracious. They 
were quite a team. Whether it was Demo-
cratic politics, the Lion’s Club, cookouts at 
Latimer Point, or serving the clam chowder 
at Bocce, they were inseparable. 

They were at the epicenter of the Demo-
cratic Party in its hey-day in East Hartford. 
I still can recall the elegance and class of the 
dances on Founder’s Plaza, under the moon-
light, overlooking the Connecticut River and 
the Hartford skyline. Yet the most coveted 
invitation in town was the afterglow party 
at Walter Place! What a wonderful time it 
was, what a wonderful couple they made. If 
you close your eyes, you can still see the 
gala of that night unfold. Jimmy Fitz was at 
his zenith, Dick & Terry Blackstone, Timmy 
& Rosemary Moynihan, Ann & Toni Fornibi, 
Larry & Joe Delponte, Dick & Peg Torpey, 
Frank & Shirley, John & Ellie Fitzgerald, 
Gigi & Tony Roberto, Ray & Pauline, Rita & 
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Don, Julie & Herb . . . and at the center of 
it all, Ray and Louise. I can still hear the 
music and laughter echoing into the sum-
mer’s night. 

I always got a kick out of the fact that 
Paul Landerman’s Orchestra would play at 
the dance and Paul Maynard, a Republican 
Councilman, and good friend of many Demo-
crats, was playing in the band as the Demo-
crats tore up the pavement to ‘‘In the 
Mood.’’ It was the coming out party of the 
year. 

Shelley, Kevin, Sue Maynard, Paul’s 
daughter, and I were all classmates in high 
school when our parents served on the town 
council. It’s an awkward thing when your 
parents are in office in some respects. It was 
a different time, perhaps because we Demo-
crats had a 4–1 registration advantage, but it 
seemed like Republicans and Democrats just 
got along better. I know for Shelley, Susan 
and myself, we might have given the eye roll 
at the mention of their elected office, but we 
respected their service and were proud of 
them. 

My Dad and Ray drove back and forth to 
work at Pratt & Whitney Aircraft in North 
Haven for several years. They had a lot in 
common; both were Navy Veterans serving 
on the aircraft carriers, for my Dad, the 
Franklin and for Ray, the Midway. Both 
were firefighters in the Navy, both worked at 
tool and dye shops after the war. Both mar-
ried well, and their families were the center 
of the universe. 

They were, however, different. Ray and 
Raymond, the R&R Express. Try to imagine 
riding in that car with Dad and Ray. It 
would be like listening to a conversation be-
tween Archie Bunker and Fred McMurray. 
Ray Donovan, more urbane, sophisticated 
and measured; Dad, a little rough around the 
edges. Dad preferred baseball caps, flannel 
shirts and playing the organ at the Elks to 
Ray’s shirt, tie and occasional sweater, and 
service to the Lions. Ray loved the dialogue, 
the give and take of politics, while Dad was 
skeptical of the whole process. One thing my 
father wasn’t skeptical of, though, was the 
honesty and decency of Ray Donovan. My fa-
ther loved Ray Donovan, their companion-
ship, and their camaraderie during those 
trips back and forth to North Haven fortified 
the unique bond they shared. What I would 
give for a tape recording of those journeys. It 
would be prime material for a Normal Lear 
comedy. 

I have a feeling, though, Dad was one of 
the first to greet Ray as they embark on an-
other journey. It’s a safe bet they picked up 
the conversation where they left off, catch-
ing up on their families. 

Much has been written of their generation. 
Ray epitomized what has rightfully been 
called the Greatest Generation, and rep-
resents all that is rich about the lives our 
parents led. A child of the Depression, a vet-
eran of the World War, a builder of a commu-
nity, who selflessly served the Democratic 
Party, as Forth District Chairman, member 
of the Board of Education, the Town Council, 
and the Lion’s Club, and the V.F.W. Proud of 
his Irish heritage and proud to be called a 
Democrat! Ray was a devoted husband, lov-
ing father and enduring friend. I was never 
around him when he didn’t talk about his 
family or ask about mine. 

Ray Donovan was more than an advisor or 
mentor. Those well-meaning words don’t do 
him justice. He led by his example. He was 
the listening ear, the sympathetic heart, the 
person of firm resolve and conviction, pa-
tient and willing to forgive, the calm, as-
sured inward strength that formed a con-
stant you know that was there for you. 

What he did for me and all who sought his 
council was lead by example. No task was be-
neath him, no person nor cause not worthy 

of his effort. He met everyone with a wel-
coming smile, an outstretched hand, and al-
ways a word of encouragement that was his 
trademark. 

He never spoke of material possession. 
What others saw as life’s benchmarks of suc-
cess, new cars or homes, never interested 
him. I never heard him speak ill of anyone, 
he was a source of positive energy whose ap-
proval you sought and wanted. 

It is said that we stand on the shoulders of 
other who have come before us. Ray Dono-
van’s shoulders were broad enough for all of 
us to stand upon. Emerson wrote what most 
men led lives of quiet desperation and go to 
the grave with a song still in them. Ray 
Donovan led a life that was resolute and con-
tent, his song and life was one of quiet inspi-
ration. An inspiration that was contagious 
because it came by way of his own example. 
I heard him say often of many people but 
never with such pride as when he would say 
of Louise with a broad smile and quiet satis-
faction, ‘‘Isn’t that Louise something.’’ We 
pause today to say, ‘‘Wasn’t that Ray some-
thing.’’ We miss you. We love you. Say hi to 
Dad for me. 

f 

REMEMBERING THE INNOCENT 
LOST DURING SREBRENICA 
GENOCIDE 

HON. RUSS CARNAHAN 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Madam Speaker, this Fri-
day, July 11, 2008 marks the 13th anniversary 
of the Srebrenica genocide in Bosnia. 

I rise today to express my deepest sym-
pathy for, and in remembrance of the victims 
this horrible genocide in Bosnia, which lasted 
from 1992–1995. 

The most infamous episode in this genocide 
was the massacre of Bosnians led personally 
by General Ratko Mladic at the United Na-
tions-declared ‘‘safe haven’’ of Srebrenica in 
eastern Bosnia in July, 1995. 

We should remember all of the innocent 
people who were brutally killed by honoring 
their lives and remembering their struggle for 
freedom during the three-year conflict in 
Srebrenica, a city in Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

I would also like to honor the memory of vic-
tims in places less well-known: in Kozarac, 
Prijedor and Banjaluka in northwestern Bos-
nia. 

This conflict was the largest massacre and 
genocide of civilians in Europe since WorId 
War II. 

In my district, I am proud to say that I have 
one of the largest Bosnian American popu-
lations in the United States. Of the tens of 
thousands of my Bosnian American constitu-
ents, upwards of 5,000 are survivors of the 
Srebrenica genocide. 

As a Representative of many Bosnian- 
American friends in St. Louis, I understand 
that this tragedy continues to affect many of 
my constituents. We must commemorate 
those who died, hold those who are respon-
sible accountable, and honor the brave sur-
vivors. 

It is important for us to remember this dark 
chapter in history to learn from it for the ben-
efit of our future generations. 

RECOGNIZING COLONEL TIMOTHY 
RAY, USAF COMMANDER, 7TH 
BOMB WING, DYESS AIR FORCE 
BASE 

HON. RANDY NEUGEBAUER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a great leader in the 19th Dis-
trict of Texas. America’s military has a solid 
foundation of tradition and heritage handed 
down from generation to generation. The 
United States Air Force in particular holds 
three core values: Integrity, Service Before 
Self and Excellence in Everything We Do. 

While every airman who wears the Air Force 
uniform is expected to practice those core val-
ues, there are a select few that lead by exam-
ple and rise above all others. For that they are 
rewarded with one of the military’s highest 
honors—Command. 

As Commander of the 7th Bomb Wing, COL 
Timothy Ray led more than 5,000 men and 
women in direct response to the Global War 
on Terrorism. As home to the B–1B Lancer, 
under Colonel Ray’s leadership, Dyess airmen 
repeatedly sent our enemies running, pro-
viding constant vigilance and rapid response 
backed by overwhelming fire power. In addi-
tion, Dyess’ C–130 aircrews have done incred-
ible work saving lives by taking soldiers and 
marines out of the line of fire and into the 
safety of the air. 

As a leader, Colonel Ray has been a stal-
wart champion of the men and women of 
Dyess AFB as well as their families. He has 
also been a great friend to the city of Abilene. 
His tireless efforts have made Dyess Air Force 
Base a model installation, especially during a 
time of war. Colonel Ray worked very hard to 
set tough energy efficiency conservation 
standards with the families and airmen first in 
his mind. His efforts on behalf of the Air Force 
and the American taxpayer leave Dyess Air 
Force Base a better place. 

I wish Colonel Ray many years of continued 
success and thank him for his service to this 
great nation. I join with the city of Abilene and 
the 19th District of Texas in saying how proud 
and thankful we are for his leadership. The 
United States Air Force is blessed to have 
such a capable leader in COL Timothy Ray. 

f 

2008 UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA 
WOMEN’S SOFTBALL TEAM 

HON. CLIFF STEARNS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the University of Florida’s 2008 
Women’s softball team for their historic 70–5 
winning season. This marks the first time in 
NCAA history that a team has won 70 games 
in a single season. The UF Women’s softball 
team has also set many outstanding records 
this season in hitting, pitching, and fielding, 
and for the first time in school history, the soft-
ball team made it to the semifinals of the 
Women’s College World Series. 

In addition to their historic season, the 
Gators produced five All-American honors 
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players, and many personal records were set 
for the number of runs scored, bases stolen, 
and game shutouts. The UF Women’s softball 
team played with class and won with grace, 
and their teamwork, tenacity, and gamesman-
ship deserve to be recognized. This certainly 
is a team to be remembered, and this is just 
another reason why it is great to be a Florida 
Gator. 

f 

HONORING SCLC AND REVEREND 
DR. S. L. HARVEY 

HON. WILLIAM J. JEFFERSON 
OF LOUISIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. JEFFERSON. Madam Speaker, on Feb-
ruary 14, 1957, a little more than 51 years 
ago, the Southern Christian Leadership Con-
ference, SCLC, was founded in New Orleans, 
LA. It is returning to New Orleans today for its 
50th Annual Convention, to celebrate its 
founding and to mark the progress it has 
made over the years. 

On the date of its founding, Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr., Reverend A.L. Davis, Reverend 
Avery Alexander, Reverend Simmie Harvey, 
and others meet at New Zion Baptist Church 
located on 3rd Street in New Orleans to orga-
nize the SCLC. Of those present on that date, 
Dr. Simmie Harvey is the only living organizer. 
Additionally for the past 33 years, he has led 
the Louisiana Chapter of the SCLC as its 
President. 

Reverend Dr. S.L. Harvey was educated at 
the Tensas Parish High School in St. Joseph, 
Louisiana, Utica Institute in Utica, Mississippi 
and Union Baptist College and Theological 
Seminary where he received both his Master’s 
Degree in Theology and his Doctor of Divinity. 

Reverend Dr. Harvey was present at the 
planning of the march in Washington, DC., 
where Dr. King delivered his ‘‘I Have a 
Dream’’ speech. Reverend Harvey is a living 
legend and Drum Major for Justice for all peo-
ple. He continues to carry the torch for free-
dom that Dr. King and other founders of the 
SCLC lit in 1957. 

As we celebrate the life and work of the 
SCLC, it is impossible to do so without cele-
brating Dr. Harvey’s life and work at the same 
time. The two are inextricably intertwined. We 
thank God for him. I am proud to join the U.S. 
Congress and our nation in honoring him. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE GREEN 301 
ACT 

HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, today 
I am introducing the Trade and Environment 
Enforcement Act, also known as the Green 
301 Act. This bill expands the Section 301 
provisions of the Trade Act of 1974 to encom-
pass environmental effects. 

Under the Trade and Environment Enforce-
ment Act, the Trade Representative must 
identify those foreign country trade practices 
causing negative environmental impacts to 
human, animal, or plant life or health, or the 

conservation of exhaustible natural resources 
in the United States, the foreign country, a 
third country, or internationally. Once those 
practices have been identified, the Trade Rep-
resentative must issue a report to Ways and 
Means and to Senate Finance with its find-
ings. 

After the Trade Representative issues its re-
port, it must engage in consultations with for-
eign governments to resolve the negative 
practices it identifies with in the report and 
seek to negotiate an agreement between the 
United States and the foreign country pro-
viding for the mitigation, reduction, or elimi-
nation of the identified negative environmental 
impacts. If no agreement is reached, then the 
trade representative is authorized to take all 
appropriate and feasible action authorized 
under Section 301. 

Additionally, the Trade and Environment En-
forcement Act permits petitions and consulta-
tions under this process from interested par-
ties, including environmental organizations and 
the business community, to expand the types 
and scope of the Trade Representative’s envi-
ronmental review. 

f 

A PRAYER FOR AMERICA 

HON. BOB ETHERIDGE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to Reverend Bill 
Goodnight of First Presbyterian church of 
Lillington, NC. On the 230th birthday of this 
great Nation, Reverend Goodnight expressed 
his patriotism with a most fitting prayer. His 
prayer embodies the values on which the 
United States of America was founded. These 
are the same values that we as Americans still 
hold near and dear to our hearts today, I 
would like to share this prayer with my col-
leagues and my fellow Americans. 

‘‘Eternal God we come before you on this 
birthday of our nation 230th birthday of our 
Nation. We come with praises upon our lips 
for your love and mercy, which makes itself 
know throughout the earth. We come with 
praises for your mighty creative energy that 
hung the stars and spun the planets and for 
your still small voice that speaks in the si-
lence of the canyons and booms out across 
the oceans waves. For those with eyes to see 
and wars to hear your spirit is seen dancing 
upon our golden meadows, your song is heard 
in the cry of the bald eagle, your presence is 
felt in the deepest canyon and the highest 
mountain . . . 

Yet we confess eternal creator that we 
have too often sought your blessing without 
begging for your transforming power that 
calls us into a nation of servanthood in this 
and every hour. We confess that we are quick 
to proclaim that you are on our side without 
checking to make sure that we are on your 
side. 

Therefore, we celebrate with thanksgiving 
this Fourth of July, not only the great provi-
sions of this land but your patience toward 
us when we forget that to whom much is 
given much is expected. We thank you for 
your protection from pestilence and the hor-
rors of famine known to much of this world. 
We thank you for a stable government which 
works to guarantee our freedoms and pro-
vides us with protection against those who 
would do us harm. We are particularly grate-
ful this night for our leaders that are here 

with us as a reminder that by your will we 
truly are a government of the people and by 
the people. 

Our strongest petitions this night we re-
serve those brave men and women who have 
obeyed the orders of their commander in 
chief and have stepped into harms way in 
distant land, particularly Afghanistan and 
Iraq. We cry for the widows, widowers, and 
orphans left in the wake of the current con-
flict on both sides of this war. Let not our 
tears be empty but grant to us the fortitude 
and resolve as a community that we might 
nurture those who have sacrificed so much 
on our account. May those who have risked 
so much in fulfilling their military obliga-
tions find us a united community in support 
of them and their dependents. May we walk 
with them and their loves ones on the road 
of life offering the well-deserved hand of 
friendship and fellowship. We know that 
nothing can make up for what we have sent 
them to endure, but may our overwhelming 
gratitude and respect offer them comfort. 

Help us to live our lives with grateful 
hearts, teach us how to be there for each 
other when tragedy strikes, and give us plen-
ty of opportunities to rejoice with one an-
other when good comes our neighbor’s way. 

In closing, we ask not only your blessing 
upon us but for your guidance and inspira-
tion that we might reflect and be a source 
for the world of the blessings we seek for 
ourselves. Alleluia Amen.’’ 

Madam Speaker, Reverend Goodnight is an 
exemplary figure of patriotism, leadership, 
dedication, and commitment to this great Na-
tion. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE 25TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE SPACE FOUN-
DATION 

SPEECH OF 

HON. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 9, 2008 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in support of H. Res. 1312, ‘‘Com-
memorating the 25th anniversary of the Space 
Foundation’’. I would like to thank my col-
league DOUG LAMBORN of Colorado for putting 
forth H. Res. 1312. I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this legislation, and to 
commemorate the 25 years that the Space 
Foundation has spent endeavoring to advance 
our knowledge and understanding of space. 

This deserving piece of legislation will (1) 
recognize the contributions made by the 
Space Foundation; and (2) commemorate the 
Space Foundation’s 25 years of excellence 
and support to the Nation. 

This resolution not only draws attention to 
the Space Foundation’s many years of excel-
lence and service, but it also recognizes the 
profound effect that a group of nonpartisan, 
pioneering individuals has had in helping to in-
spire, enable, and propel humanity to greater 
heights. For as a great pioneer, Neil Arm-
strong, once said, ‘‘That’s one small step for 
man; one giant leap for mankind.’’ 

The Space Foundation has played a signifi-
cant positive role in exploring, advancing and 
developing our understanding of space. The 
nonprofit foundation has done this by embrac-
ing all aspects of space including commercial, 
civil, and national security. In the current na-
tional and commercial environment in which 
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space is often at the forefront of security or in-
novation, the work that the foundation does in 
promoting space education programs in all 50 
States is critical. Furthermore, the Space 
Foundation’s advocacy of peaceful and posi-
tive uses of outer space is crucial. Indeed, as 
John F. Kennedy, speaking in Houston, noted, 
‘‘We set sail on this new sea because there is 
new knowledge to be gained, and new rights 
to be won, and they must be won and used 
for the progress of all people.’’ 

Houston has long been at the center of the 
American exploration of space. The Lyndon B. 
Johnson Space Center in Houston has been 
NASA’s center for human spaceflight activities. 
Houston has served as the Mission Control 
Center for every space mission since Gemini 
IV and directs all space shuttle and Inter-
national Space Station Missions. The Johnson 
Center is also home to astronaut training, and 
Houston is a hub of scientific and space-re-
lated research. Houston’s connection to space 
exploration has made evident to me the poten-
tial for growth and discovery that space holds. 
This connection has also inspired in me a 
great amount of respect and support for those 
organizations and individuals who pursue an 
awareness of space for the fostering of a 
peaceful and prosperous world. 

I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion with me. I believe that what the Space 
Foundation has accomplished through more 
than 25 years of diligent service is more than 
deserving of such a commemoration. Through 
their efforts in improving our commercial, na-
tional, and theoretical uses and understanding 
of space they have undoubtedly helped better 
our Nation. 

f 

HOMES FOR HEROES ACT OF 2007 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 9, 2008 

Ms. McCOLLUM of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in strong support of the Homes for 
Heroes Act, H.R. 3329. 

The Homes for Heroes Act establishes a 
$200 million a year assistance program for 
supportive housing and services for low in-
come homeless veterans and their families at 
the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, HUD, and requires at least 20,000 
rental housing vouchers a year be made avail-
able to homeless veterans and their families. 
This important bill also creates a Special As-
sistant for Veterans Affairs within HUD and re-
quires HUD to submit an annual report to 
Congress on housing needs for veterans. 

Veterans are overrepresented in the home-
less population and the VA is the largest sin-
gle provider of direct services to homeless vet-
erans. According to the VA, the number of 
homeless veterans has declined 21 percent in 
the past year, however there are still 154,000 
homeless veterans including 1,500 from Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom and Operation Iraqi 
Freedom. 

The men and women of the armed forces 
who have served this country with honor de-
serve the support and resources they need to 
overcome mental, physical, and emotional 
wounds caused by war. Congress must con-
tinue fighting to ensure they receive the high-

est level of care and compensation they have 
so bravely earned serving this country. 

I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 

f 

THE DAILY 45: ROBERT WASH-
INGTON AND TWO OTHER VIC-
TIMS 

HON. BOBBY L. RUSH 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. RUSH. Madam Speaker, every day, 45 
people, on average, are fatally shot in the 
United States. Early this morning, Robert 
Washington of Chicago was found dead in his 
home with a gunshot wound to the neck. 

In Wisconsin, Travis Mills was shot last Sat-
urday morning with a small-caliber handgun 
and in Rockaway, Queens, a young man was 
fatally shot. The 18-year-old was pronounced 
dead at the scene. 

Three more lives lost. We must become our 
brother’s keeper. Americans of conscience 
must come together to stop the senseless 
death of ‘‘The Daily 45.’’ When will Americans 
say ‘‘enough is enough, stop the killing!’’ 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE WEST 
CREEK CONFLUENCE 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of a ‘‘Concrete Breaking’’ 
celebration at the confluence of West Creek 
and the Cuyahoga River in the city of Inde-
pendence in Ohio’s 10th Congressional Dis-
trict. 

The West Creek—Cuyahoga River Con-
fluence Restoration Project implements the vi-
sion expressed in both the city of Independ-
ence Master Plan and West Creek Watershed 
Plan by restoring a 10-acre vacant industrial 
site where West Creek meets the Cuyahoga 
River in Independence, Ohio. The property 
currently contains approximately 85% imper-
vious surface, contributing significant non-point 
source pollution which flows directly into West 
Creek and the Cuyahoga. The property and 
this entire area have flooded repeatedly during 
recent storm events and is at the center of a 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ Section 205 
study to find the best way to mitigate flood 
damage. The restoration includes plans for its 
future use as a public riverfront park with the 
added benefits of ecological habitat restoration 
and storm water management best practices. 

On Friday July 11, 2008, Independence 
Mayor Gregory Kurtz, in collaboration with the 
Northeast Ohio Regional Sewer District, the 
Trust for Public Land, the George Gund Foun-
dation, the Natural Resources Assistance 
Council of Cuyahoga County, the Clean Ohio 
Fund, the Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency, the Ohio Department of Transpor-
tation and other partners, will begin the demo-
lition of the industrial buildings to begin the 
restoration. 

When completed, West Creek will return to 
its original meandering flow into the Cuyahoga 

River with natural wetlands to reduce up-
stream flooding, clean local drinking water, 
and restored wildlife habitats. The new park 
will connect the West Creek Greenway to the 
Ohio and Erie Canal Towpath Trail, provide 
new access to the creek and river for all, and 
lead to economic revitalization of this part of 
the city of Independence. This project will con-
tribute greatly to the continuing restoration of 
the Cuyahoga River, one of the 14 federally 
designated American Heritage Rivers. 

The benefits of the West Creek Confluence 
Project are numerous. Locally, it will reclaim 
underutilized industrial property, create a new 
and dynamic recreation area along the Na-
tional Scenic Byway, restore a more natural 
hydrology to Lower West Creek, create an 
area for urban ecology to flourish, retain and 
filter storm water which will mitigate the effects 
of flooding, and reduce non-point source pollu-
tion entering into West Creek and the Cuya-
hoga River. From a regional perspective, the 
West Creek Confluence Project will work to 
herald in a new era of sustainable redevelop-
ment within the Lower Cuyahoga River Valley, 
capitalizing on recreational and commercial 
uses that still allow for a functioning floodplain 
with a high degree of ecological diversity, 
flood storage and habitat connectivity. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in recognizing the beauty and regional 
ecologic importance of the West Creek Con-
fluence and the pivotal project now underway 
to ensure it returns to its former natural promi-
nence. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF H.R. 6304 

HON. PATRICK J. MURPHY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to discuss my 
support of H.R. 6304—The FISA Amendments 
Act of 2008. 

From the Revolutionary War to the tragedy 
of 9/11, America’s quest for freedom is what 
defines us. It is imperative that we never for-
get those who died for our liberty, nor can we 
ignore the failures of our own intelligence 
leading up to that day in September 7 years 
ago. Balancing civil liberties and protecting our 
national security has been a 232 year struggle 
that represents the core of this great Nation. 

As such, the year-long debate this body en-
gaged in updating FISA has hinged on a 
question that rests at the heart of American 
democracy since its founding: how do we 
keep our Nation safe, while at the same time 
ensuring the preservation of those Constitu-
tional freedoms that we hold dear? It was 
Benjamin Franklin who warned that those who 
sacrifice liberty for a little security deserve nei-
ther. 

When the first effort to amend FISA—The 
Protect America Act—came before this House 
in August of 2007, I voted against that deeply 
flawed bill because it did not ensure proper 
protection of our civil liberties, nor did it pro-
vide the appropriate check over the executive 
branch. In fact, neither the Protect America 
Act, nor the subsequent ‘‘Senate com-
promise,’’ included essential oversight provi-
sions. Those bills, rather, sought to minimize 
the role of the FISA court, removing any form 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:19 Jul 11, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A10JY8.039 E10JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

69
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E1443 July 10, 2008 
of meaningful judicial oversight over the Presi-
dent and the executive branch. 

My sense of justice as a former prosecutor 
and my experience as a constitutional law pro-
fessor at West Point led me to the inescap-
able conclusion that our initial attempts to craft 
the appropriate balance failed. 

Madam Speaker, the issue of foreign sur-
veillance predates the founding of our very re-
public—traceable to George Washington, who 
made effective use of secret intelligence, in-
cluding the interception of mail from the Brit-
ish. 

However, I do not need to remind anyone in 
this Chamber that we have not always gotten 
this delicate balance right. Hindsight has 
shown us that too often in our Nation’s past 
we have tipped the scale too far from liberty 
in the face of outside threats, hostile adver-
saries, and most-troubling simply outspoken 
American citizens. 

We know many of these excesses: the 
eavesdropping on Martin Luther King, Jr. and 
anti-war demonstrators, and of course, Presi-
dent Nixon’s use of Federal resources to spy 
on political groups. History has judged those 
decisions as leaving an enduring stain on our 
institution and our government—as it should. 

In the late 1970s, the Church Committee 
and this institution worked to curb domestic in-
telligence abuses. Checks and balances were 
restored among the three branches of govern-
ment, and the ability of our government to pro-
tect all of us from national security dangers 
was enhanced while at the same time respect-
ing our privacy rights. 

These efforts led to the passage of the origi-
nal Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 
1978, placing—for the first time—account-
ability and oversight of domestic intelligence 
gathering in the hands of courts and Con-
gress. FISA also put an end to the practice of 
warrantless domestic wiretapping for national 
security reasons, mandating that domestic 
‘‘national security’’ wiretaps be authorized by a 
court of law—creating a separation between 
domestic law enforcement and foreign surveil-
lance for national security concerns. 

Again, with that historical perspective in 
mind, I opposed those original proposals and 
I am glad that the House of Representatives 
staved off partisan ploys to push this body to 
rubber stamp those misguided efforts. 

I believe that the bill we ultimately passed 
was a significant improvement in nearly every 
aspect over the Senate’s or the President’s 
proposals. 

Madam Speaker, Mike Schmidt, the greatest 
third baseman who ever wore a glove for the 
Philadelphia Phillies once said, ‘‘Philadelphia 
is the only city where you can experience the 
thrill of victory and the agony of reading about 
it the next day.’’ 

I empathized with Mr. Schmidt when I 
opened my morning paper the day after we 
voted on this critical piece of legislation. 

That is why, Madam Speaker, I thought it 
necessary to elaborate on why I supported the 
bill, and clarify some common misconceptions 
about the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
and the bipartisan changes we recently 
passed. 

Madam Speaker, my decision to vote in 
favor of the FISA Amendments Act was not 
one that I came to lightly. As a former pros-
ecutor charged to keep our community safe, 
somebody who has taught constitutional law 
for years to our future military leaders at West 

Point, and proudly served this country in uni-
form, I thought and prayed long and hard 
about the best course of action. Now, as a 
member of Congress, it is still my duty to de-
fend the constitution and work to keep our 
community safe. 

I believe, Madam Speaker, that this House 
and this bill ultimately struck the right balance. 

The FISA debate in the 110th Congress has 
been pushed by two events: the first, Presi-
dent Bush’s unauthorized ‘‘terrorist surveil-
lance program,’’ conducted outside the scope 
of FISA; and the second, a FISA court deci-
sion that most people, including myself, 
thought was wrongly decided and undermined 
our intelligence capabilities abroad. 

It is widely agreed that no warrant should be 
necessary to tap the phone of a foreign na-
tional talking to another foreign national on for-
eign soil. The major point of contention, how-
ever—what this year-long wrangling has been 
about—is what to do when targeting, for ex-
ample, a terrorist sect in Pakistan whose com-
munications end up hitting American soil. Cer-
tainly it would be overly cumbersome and per-
haps dangerous to require an individualized 
warrant for every foreign target in the off- 
chance their contacts involve an American; but 
correspondingly, assurances must be put in 
place to ensure that all U.S. citizens who 
might be caught in such surveillance are given 
the protections that they are due as Ameri-
cans. This, Madam Speaker, was the needle 
we were required to thread. 

The bill ensures that—in order to protect the 
rights of Americans—foreign surveillance tar-
geting of non-U.S. persons abroad must be 
approved by the FISA Court prior to the start 
of any intelligence collection to ensure suffi-
cient oversight of executive branch activities. 
This requires the administration to show how 
they determine that the targets of surveillance 
are actually foreigners and are actually located 
outside the United States. Additionally the 
FISA Court must approve the minimization 
procedures in place before surveillance can 
begin. Minimization is the process where the 
NSA prevents the dissemination of inadvert-
ently collected information about U.S. persons. 
The bill also establishes a general prohibition 
against using FISA to ‘‘reverse target’’ Ameri-
cans. 

Additionally, the bill requires individual war-
rants from the FISA Court in every single 
case, based upon probable cause, to conduct 
surveillance of U.S. persons, whether at home 
or traveling abroad. While this provision has 
not been widely reported, this is an expansion 
of protections under the original FISA bill. For 
the first time, Madam Speaker, an individual 
probable cause determination and court-ap-
proved order will be needed to conduct sur-
veillance of every American citizen, regardless 
of where they are located. 

Perhaps most importantly, Madam Speaker, 
the bill restores FISA and existing criminal 
wiretap statutes as the exclusive means to 
conduct surveillance—making it clear that the 
no President will be able to sidestep the exclu-
sivity provisions of FISA and disregard the civil 
liberties of the American people. Under this 
legislation the current President’s illegal pro-
gram of warrantless surveillance will officially 
come to an end, thereby firmly reestablishing 
basic judicial oversight over all domestic sur-
veillance in the future. 

The other major provision of the bill, Madam 
Speaker, is title II—defining the role of liability 

litigation procedures for telecommunication 
companies. Madam Speaker, to be frank, as a 
former Federal prosecutor and the son of a 
Philadelphia police officer the issue of immu-
nity has always been a tough pill to swallow. 
Growing up in Northeast Philadelphia and 
schooled at St. Anselm’s Parish, I was reared 
in somewhat ‘‘black and white’’ terms—wrong- 
is-wrong and punished accordingly. 

But quickly I learned, as a judge advocate 
and special assistant United States Attorney, 
that at certain times legal immunity is an un-
fortunate necessity to encourage cooperation 
and testimony against those more culpable of 
committing the underlying offense. Madam 
Speaker, I have never liked seeing people get 
away with only a slap on the wrist, but I have 
grown to understand it can be a necessary 
tool to insure that justice is served. 

If the telecom companies are ultimately 
shielded from litigation by United State District 
Courts for their involvement with the current 
administration’s illegal warrantless wiretapping 
program, they should be forthright and cooper-
ate with congressional investigators pursuing 
those in the Bush administration who are truly 
to blame for the violation of our constitutional 
rights. 

But more importantly, Madam Speaker, a 
principal reason for immunity in this instance 
is to keep civil lawsuits, or the fear of them, 
from establishing Federal policy on a matter of 
grave national concern—both because of the 
security interests and because of the civil lib-
erty interests. This policy should be estab-
lished and enforced through the actions of 
congress and the executive branch. 

And just to be clear, Madam Speaker, noth-
ing in this bill confers immunity on any govern-
ment official for violating the law. In fact, this 
bill requires the inspectors general of four 
major national agencies to conduct a com-
prehensive review of the President’s 
warrantless surveillance program and report 
back to the Intelligence and Judiciary Commit-
tees. 

I promise the families in my district and 
across the country, that as long as I sit on the 
House Intelligence Committee, and as long as 
I serve in Congress, I will fight every day to 
demand answers and accountability from 
those who have held themselves above the 
law. 

Madam Speaker, above all, I would like to 
note that the bill that passed this House was 
a much needed compromise. And as is the 
nature of any compromise, concessions were 
made and agreements reached in the effort to 
advance this piece of legislation. While it was 
not a perfect bill, nor is it the one I would have 
written, it is without question a significant im-
provement over prior flawed proposals. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to take a sec-
ond to read a quote: 

‘‘The art of compromise, which is essential 
to democracy, seems to have gone out of 
style in recent years of angry all-or-nothing 
politics . . . the result is often no legislation, 
and many issues are left to fade or fester.’’ 

That quote, though eerily reminiscent of our 
modern political paralysis, was published in a 
Time Magazine editorial—on March 29, 1976. 
The editorial, however, continues on and 
heaps praise on Congress and the executive 
branch for their efforts in overcoming partisan 
gridlock to do what we seek to do—limit un-
warranted wiretapping done under the aus-
pices of national security. 
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It was a compromise crafted by Attorney 

General Edward Levi and a Democratic Con-
gress. A compromise that Time noted ‘‘beats 
showy confrontation, veto and stalemate.’’ I 
think most of us, Madam Speaker, can agree 
that this sentiment rings just as true today. 

Let me be clear. I am no Attorney General 
Levi, nor do I portend to know how history will 
judge us or this legislation. 

But I can promise that I sincerely believe 
that this bill—this compromise—threaded the 
needle and I am proud of our efforts. 

Some of my friends on the left are not 
happy; some on the far right are not either. 
But we all take seriously, the incredible re-
sponsibility we are given. I hope and pray that 
history proves our fidelity to our Constitution, 
as well as our commitment to protecting the 
safety of those we serve. 

f 

HONORING THE 79TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE LEAGUE OF 
UNITED LATIN AMERICAN CITI-
ZENS 

HON. HILDA L. SOLIS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Ms. SOLIS. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the 79th anniversary of the founding of 
the League of United Latin American Citizens, 
LULAC. This is a tremendous milestone and 
one in which LULAC members should take 
great pride. Under the leadership of National 
President, Rosa Rosales, LULAC continues to 
be an influential force in Congress and 
throughout the country. 

LULAC is the largest and oldest civil rights 
and service organization in the United States. 
Since 1929, LULAC has worked tirelessly to 
advance the economic condition, increase ac-
cess to quality health care and education, and 
civil rights of Latinos across the country. 
LULAC’s commitment to the advancement of 
Latinos is demonstrated through the commu-
nity-based programs it operates at more than 
700 local councils nationwide. 

Education has always been a top priority for 
LULAC. In 1975, the LULAC National Scholar-
ship Fund LNSF was established to provide 
scholarships to Latino students who attend 
colleges and universities. LULAC’s education 
efforts will continue to benefit future genera-
tions of Latino youth. I am also proud that 
LULAC has made proactive efforts to increase 
Latino civic participation in the United States 
through its voter registration and citizenship 
drives. LULAC plays a pivotal role in ensuring 
that Latinos are part of the political process on 
the local, state, and federal level. 

Madam Speaker, I hope my colleagues will 
join me in congratulating LULAC for all the 
hard work that it has done for the Latino com-
munity in the United States. LULAC is paving 
the way for generations after us to achieve 
even more. I look forward to continue working 
alongside LULAC to achieve social and eco-
nomic justice for all Latinos. 

HONORING THE CONTRIBUTIONS 
OF DR. WILLIAM CHARLES DE-
MENT, LOWELL W. AND JOSE-
PHINE BERRY PROFESSOR OF 
PSYCHIATRY AND BEHAVIORAL 
SCIENCES, STANFORD UNIVER-
SITY AND DIVISION CHIEF OF 
THE STANFORD UNIVERSITY DI-
VISION OF SLEEP 

HON. MICHAEL M. HONDA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 10, 2008 

Mr. HONDA. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
in recognition of Dr. William C. Dement as he 
celebrates his 80th birthday and as his family, 
friends and colleagues gather to commemo-
rate his lifelong efforts to improve the health 
and safety of this Nation by advancing under-
standing of sleep, sleep disorders and their 
impact on performance and functioning. 

Dr. Dement received his M.D. and Ph.D. 
from the University of Chicago in 1955 and 
1957. There, he helped discover and describe 
Rapid Eye Movement (REM) sleep, described 
the relationship between REM sleep and 
dreaming, established the all night sleep pat-
terns of human beings, discovered REM sleep 
in animals and newborn babies, and dem-
onstrated that the patterns of specific rapid 
eye movements are related to the visual expe-
rience of the dream. He transformed what was 
once thought of as a passive state that was 
undeserving of medical attention or curiosity 
into a medical specialty. 

In 1963, Dr. Dement joined the Psychiatry 
Department at Stanford University, where for 
the past 45 years he has continued his studies 
on the neurochemistry of sleep and the func-
tional significance of the different sleep states. 

In 1970, Dr. Dement started the world’s first 
Sleep Disorders Clinic which introduced all- 
night examination of patients with sleep-re-
lated complaints. He developed the Multiple 
Sleep Latency Test which remains the stand-
ard diagnostic measure of daytime sleepiness 
and made many other scientific contributions. 

Among the most important of these are the 
elucidation of sleep debt and the long term 
consequences of sleep deprivation in all com-
ponents of society. Dr. Dement is the author 
or co-author of approximately 500 scientific 
publications and the founding co-editor of the 
premier scientific journal, SLEEP. 

Dr. Dement was co-founder of the Sleep 
Research Society in 1961 and founding Presi-
dent of the American Sleep Disorders Asso-
ciation (now the American Academy of Sleep 
Medicine) in 1975. Dr. Dement currently holds 
the position of honorary board member of the 
National Sleep Foundation, the Nation’s lead-
ing non-profit organization dedicated to im-
proving the understanding of sleep disorders. 

Dr. Dement served as chairman of the con-
gressionally-mandated National Commission 
on Sleep Disorders Research whose study 
and recommendations led directly to the cre-

ation of a new agency within the National In-
stitutes of Health, the National Center on 
Sleep Disorders Research. 

I am particularly grateful for Dr. Dement’s 
work with patients. If it was not for Dr. De-
ment, my sleep apnea would probably still be 
undiagnosed and I would be like millions of 
other Americans who needlessly suffer due to 
a lack of public and professional awareness of 
the signs and symptoms of sleep disorders. 

Therefore, on behalf of the Congress of the 
United States and the people of the 15th Con-
gressional District of California, I am pleased 
to join with the family, friends and colleagues 
of Dr. William C. Dement in celebrating his 
80th birthday. May he be blessed with many 
more. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE 50TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE NATIONAL 
AERONAUTICS AND SPACE AD-
MINISTRATION 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 9, 2008 

Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in strong support of H. Res. 
1315, a resolution that commemorates the 
50th Anniversary of the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, NASA. 

NASA was established in 1958 and has be-
come one of the premier research institutions 
in the United States. Through NASA, the 
United States has put humans on the moon, 
helped build the International Space Station, 
sent spacecraft to investigate Mars, and has 
built the Hubble Telescope to view more of the 
universe. NASA research has also been used 
to improve products that have changed our 
world—from airplanes to communications sat-
ellites. 

Research and innovation is crucial to the 
United States’ global competitiveness. Since 
its beginning, NASA has inspired many chil-
dren to study math, science, engineering and 
technology. My district is home to Farnsworth 
Aerospace Elementary Magnet School of St. 
Paul, Minnesota, which is a NASA Explorer 
School. This initiative incorporates NASA con-
tent and programs into science, technology 
and mathematics curriculum in the classroom. 
When I have met with the teachers and stu-
dents at Farnsworth, I have witnessed the en-
thusiasm and inquiry that the NASA curriculum 
generates. Through the Explorer School pro-
gram, NASA helps to produce the scientists, 
engineers, researchers, explorers, innovators, 
and astronauts of the future. 

I urge my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion. 
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Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S6511–S6582 
Measures Introduced: Seventeen bills were intro-
duced, as follows: S. 3237–3253.              Pages S6559–60 

Measures Reported: 
S. 2606, to reauthorize the United States Fire Ad-

ministration, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. (S. Rept. No. 110–411) 

S. 2291, to enhance citizen access to Government 
information and services by establishing plain lan-
guage as the standard style of Government docu-
ments issued to the public. (S. Rept. No. 110–412) 

S. 1499, to amend the Clean Air Act to reduce 
air pollution from marine vessels. (S. Rept. No. 
110–413) 

S. 2844, to amend the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act to modify provisions relating to beach 
monitoring, with amendments. (S. Rept. No. 
110–414) 

S. 462, to approve the settlement of the water 
rights claims of the Shoshone-Paiute Tribes of the 
Duck Valley Indian Reservation in Nevada, to re-
quire the Secretary of the Interior to carry out the 
settlement, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. (S. Rept. No. 110–415)                  Page S6559 

Measures Considered: 
Foreclosure Prevention Act: Senate continued con-
sideration of the amendment of the House of Rep-
resentatives to H.R. 3221, to provide needed hous-
ing reform.                            Pages S6513, S6524–33, S6335–50 

Senator Reid motion to disagree to the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives, adding a new 
title and inserting a new section to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill.                                         Page S6520 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the amendment of 
the House of Representatives on Friday, July, 11, 
2008, after all post-cloture time has expired on the 
motion to disagree and Senate vote on the motion 
to disagree to the amendments of the House of Rep-
resentatives adding a new title and inserting a new 
section to the amendment of the Senate to the bill; 
provided further, that all time during any recess or 

adjournment of the Senate count against the post- 
cloture time under rule XXII.                     Pages S6581–82 

During consideration of this measure today, Senate 
also took the following action: 

By 84 yeas to 12 nays (Vote No. 170), three-fifths 
of those Senators duly chosen and sworn, having 
voted in the affirmative, Senate agreed to the motion 
to close further debate on the motion to disagree to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives, 
adding a new title and inserting a new section to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill.      Pages S6520–21 

Reid motion to concur with Amendment No. 
5067, to change the enactment date, in the amend-
ment of the House adding a new title, fell when clo-
ture was invoked on the motion to disagree to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives, adding 
a new title and inserting a new section in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill.              Page S6513 

Reid Amendment No. 5068 (to Amendment No. 
5067), of a perfecting nature, fell when Reid 
Amendment No. 5067 fell.                                  Page S6513 

Tom Lantos And Henry J. Hyde United States 
Global Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria Reauthorization Act— 
Agreement: A unanimous-consent agreement was 
reached providing that on Friday, July 11, 2008, 
upon disposition of the motion to disagree to the 
amendments of the House adding a new title and in-
serting a new section to the amendment of the Sen-
ate to H.R. 3221, Foreclosure Prevention Act, Senate 
resume consideration of the motion to proceed to 
consideration of S. 2731, to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 to provide assist-
ance to foreign countries to combat HIV/AIDS, tu-
berculosis, and malaria, and vote on the motion to 
invoke cloture thereon; that if cloture is invoked, 
then all post-cloture time be deemed expired, and on 
that Monday, July 14, 2008, following a period of 
morning business, the motion to proceed be agreed 
to, and the motion to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table, and Senate then begin con-
sideration of the bill; provided further, that if clo-
ture is not invoked, then a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which cloture was not invoked be considered 
to have been entered.                                       Pages S6549–50 
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Nominations Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nominations: 

By 95 yeas 2 nays (Vote No. EX. 171), Gen. 
David H. Petraeus U.S. Army 
                                                   Pages S6513, S6521–24, S6533–35 

By 96 yeas 1 nay (Vote No. EX. 172), Lt. Gen. 
Raymond T. Odierno U.S. Army 
                                                   Pages S6513, S6521–24, S6533–35 

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations: 

Robert Hastings, of Maryland, to be an Assistant 
Secretary of Defense. 

Clifford D. May, of Maryland, to be a Member of 
the Broadcasting Board of Governors for a term ex-
piring August 13, 2009. 

Joyce Lee Malcolm, of Virginia, to be a Member 
of the National Council on the Humanities for a 
term expiring January 26, 2014. 

Robert L. Paquette, of New York, to be a Mem-
ber of the National Council on the Humanities for 
a term expiring January 26, 2014. 

Ruth Y. Goldway, of California, to be a Commis-
sioner of the Postal Regulatory Commission for the 
term expiring November 22, 2014. 

Christine M. Arguello, of Colorado, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of Colorado. 

Philip A. Brimmer, of Colorado, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of Colorado. 

Gregory E. Goldberg, of Colorado, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of Colorado. 

William Frederic Jung, of Florida, to be United 
States District Judge for the Middle District of Flor-
ida. 

Mary Stenson Scriven, of Florida, to be United 
States District Judge for the Middle District of Flor-
ida. 

5 Air Force nominations in the rank of general. 
3 Army nominations in the rank of general. 
5 Coast Guard nominations in the rank of admi-

ral. 
1 Navy nomination in the rank of admiral. 
Routine lists in the Coast Guard.                Page S6582 

Nomination Withdrawn: Senate received notifica-
tion of withdrawal of the following nomination: 

Mark McKinnon, of Texas, to be a Member of the 
Broadcasting Board of Governors for a term expiring 
August 13, 2009 (Recess Appointment), which was 
sent to the Senate on January 9, 2007.           Page S6582 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S6558 

Measures Referred:                                                 Page S6559 

Measures Placed on the Calendar:               Page S6559 

Executive Communications:                             Page S6559 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S6560–61 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S6561–81 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S6555–58 

Notices of Hearings/Meetings:                        Page S6581 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S6581 

Privileges of the Floor:                                        Page S6581 

Record Votes: Three record votes were taken today. 
(Total—172)                                                  Pages S6521, S6534 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 9:30 a.m. and 
adjourned at 11:35 p.m., until 3:30 p.m. on Friday, 
July 11, 2008. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s 
Record on page S6582.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Appropriations: Committee ordered favor-
ably reported the following: 

An original bill making appropriations for the 
Department of Transportation, Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, and related agencies 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2009; 

An original bill making appropriations for Energy 
and Water Development for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2009; and 

An original bill making appropriations for Finan-
cial Services and General Government for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2009. 

EPA OVERSIGHT 
Committee on Environment and Public Works: Sub-
committee on Clean Air and Nuclear Safety con-
cluded an oversight hearing to examine the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA), focusing on imple-
menting the renewable fuel standard, after receiving 
testimony from Robert J. Meyers, Principal Deputy 
Assistant Administrator, Office of Air and Radiation, 
Environmental Protection Agency; Steven G. Chalk, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Energy for Renewable 
Energy; John Pierce, E.I. DuPont de Nemours and 
Company, Inc., Wilmington, Delaware; Scott Faber, 
Grocery Manufacturers Association, Washington, 
D.C.; and Nathanael Greene, Natural Resources De-
fense Council, New York, New York. 

TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE 
Committee on Finance: Committee concluded a hearing 
to examine issues and options for the transportation 
infrastructure, focusing on current surface transpor-
tation policies and programs, after receiving testi-
mony from Peter R. Orszag, Director, Congressional 
Budget Office; and Jayetta Z. Hecker, Director, 
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Physical Infrastructure Issues, Government Account-
ability Office. 

TREATIES 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded 
a hearing to examine Protocol Amending the Con-
vention Between the United States of America and 
Canada with Respect to Taxes on Income and on 
Capital done at Washington on September 26, 1980, 
as Amended by the Protocols done on June 14, 
1983, March 28, 1984, March 17, 1995, and July 
29, 1997, signed on September 21, 2007, at Chelsea 
(the ‘‘Proposed Protocol’’) (Treaty Doc. 110–15), 
Convention Between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government of Iceland for 
the Avoidance of Double Taxation and the Preven-
tion of Fiscal Evasion with Respect to Taxes on In-
come, and accompanying Protocol, signed on Octo-
ber 23, 2007, at Washington, D.C. (Treaty Doc. 
110–17), Convention Between the Government of 
the United States of America and the Government 
of the Republic of Bulgaria for the Avoidance of 
Double Taxation and the Prevention of Fiscal Eva-
sion With Respect to Taxes on Income, with accom-
panying Protocol, signed at Washington on February 
23, 2007 (the ‘‘Proposed Treaty’’), as well as the 
Protocol Amending the Convention Between the 
Government of the United States of America and the 
Government of the Republic of Bulgaria for the 
Avoidance of Double Taxation and the Prevention of 
Fiscal Evasion With Respect to Taxes on Income, 
signed at Sofia on February 26, 2008 (Treaty Doc. 
110–18), International Convention on the Control of 
Harmful Anti-Fouling Systems on Ships, 2001 (the 
‘‘Convention’’) (Treaty Doc. 110–13), 1996 Protocol 
to the Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pol-
lution by Dumping of Wastes and Other Matter (the 
‘‘London Convention’’), done in London on Novem-
ber 7, 1996, the Protocol was signed by the United 
States on March 31, 1998, and entered into force on 
March 24, 2006 (Treaty Doc. 110–05), Protocol 
Concerning Pollution from Land-Based Sources and 
Activities (the ‘‘Protocol’’) to the Convention for the 
Protection and Development of the Marine Environ-
ment of the Wider Caribbean Region, with Annexes, 
done at Oranjestad, Aruba, on October 6, 1999, and 
signed by the United States on that same date (Trea-
ty Doc. 110–01), Amendments to the Constitution 
and Convention of the International Telecommuni-
cation Union (Geneva, 1992), as Amended by the 
Plenipotentiary Conference (Kyoto, 1994) and the 
Plenipotentiary Conference (Marrakesh, 2002), To-
gether with the Declarations and Reservations by the 
United States, all as contained in the Final Acts of 
the Plenipotentiary Conference (Antalya, 2006) 
(Treaty Doc. 110–16), Amendments to the Constitu-

tion and Convention of the International Tele-
communication Union (Geneva, 1992), as amended 
by the Plenipotentiary Conference (Kyoto, 1994) and 
the Plenipotentiary Conference (Minneapolis, 1998), 
together with the declarations and reservations by 
the United States, all as contained in the Final Acts 
of the Plenipotentiary Conference (Marrakesh, 2002) 
(Treaty Doc. 109–11), 1995 Revision of the Radio 
Regulations, with appendices, signed by the United 
States at Geneva on November 17, 1995 (the ‘‘1995 
Revision’’), together with declarations and reserva-
tions of the United States as contained in the Final 
Acts of the World Radiocommunication Conference 
(WRC–95) (Treaty Doc. 108–28), Amendments to 
the Constitution and Convention of the International 
Telecommunication Union (ITU) (Geneva, 1992), as 
amended by the Plenipotentiary Conference (Kyoto, 
1994), together with declarations and reservations by 
the United States as contained in the Final Acts of 
the Plenipotentiary Conference (Minneapolis, 1998) 
(Treaty Doc. 108–05), and 1992 Partial Revision of 
the Radio Regulations (Geneva, 1979), with appen-
dices, signed by the United States at Malaga- 
Torremolinos on March 3, 1992 (the ‘‘1992 Partial 
Revision’’), together with declarations and reserva-
tions of the United States as contained in the Final 
Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference 
for Dealing with Frequency Allocations in Certain 
Parts of the Spectrum (WARC–92) (Treaty Doc. 
107–17), after receiving testimony from Emily S. 
McMahon, Deputy Chief of Staff, Joint Committee 
on Taxation, United States Congress; Michael F. 
Mundaca, Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
for International Tax Affairs; and David A. Balton, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Oceans and Fisheries, 
Bureau of Oceans and International Environmental 
and Scientific Affairs, and Richard C. Beaird, Senior 
Deputy Coordinator for International Communica-
tions and Information Policy, Bureau of Economic 
and Business Affairs, both of the Department of 
State. 

ISLAMIST EXTREMISM 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs: Committee concluded a hearing to examine the 
roots of violent Islamist extremism and efforts to 
counter it, after receiving testimony from Michael 
Leiter, Director, National Counterterrorism Center; 
Maajid Nawaz, Quilliam Foundation, Essex, United 
Kingdom; Peter P. Mandaville, George Mason Uni-
versity Center for Global Studies, Fairfax, Virginia; 
and Zeyno Baran, Hudson Institute, and Fathali M. 
Moghaddam, Georgetown University Department of 
Government, both of Washington, D.C. 
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PASSPORT FILES PRIVACY 
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine issues relative to passport files, 
focusing on privacy protection for all Americans, 
after receiving testimony from Harold W. Geisel, 
Acting Inspector General, and Mark W. Duda, As-
sistant Inspector General for Audits, both of the Of-
fice of Inspector General, Department of State; and 
Marc Rotenberg, Electronic Privacy Information 

Center, Ari Schwartz, Center for Democracy and 
Technology, and Alan Charles Raul, Sidley Austin 
LLP, all of Washington, D.C. 

INTELLIGENCE 
Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee held closed 
hearings on intelligence matters, receiving testimony 
from officials of the intelligence community. 

Committee recessed subject to the call. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 29 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 6452–6480; and 10 resolutions, H. 
Res. 1329–1338 were introduced.            Pages H6405–07 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H6407–08 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 3999, to amend title 23, United States 

Code, to improve the safety of Federal-aid highway 
bridges, to strengthen bridge inspection standards 
and processes, and to increase investment in the re-
construction of structurally deficient bridges on the 
National Highway System (H. Rept. 110–750); 

H.R. 2490, to require the Secretary of Homeland 
Security to conduct a pilot program for the mobile 
biometric identification in the maritime environment 
of aliens unlawfully attempting to enter the United 
States, with amendments (H. Rept. 110–751); 

H.R. 6098, to amend the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 to improve the financial assistance provided 
to State, local, and tribal governments for informa-
tion sharing activities, with an amendment (H. 
Rept. 110–752); 

H.R. 5464, to direct the Attorney General to 
make an annual grant to the A Child Is Missing 
Alert and Recovery Center to assist law enforcement 
agencies in the rapid recovery of missing children 
(H. Rept. 110–753); 

Supplemental report on H.R. 5959, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2009 for intelligence 
and intelligence-related activities of the United 
States Government, the Community Management 
Account, and the Central Intelligence Agency Re-
tirement and Disability System (H. Rept. 110–665, 
Pt. 2); and 

H.R. 3036, to amend the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 regarding environ-
mental education, with amendments (H. Rept. 
110–754).                                                                       Page H6405 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein she 
appointed Representative Tauscher to act as Speaker 
pro tempore for today.                                             Page H6345 

Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the guest 
Chaplain, Major Matthew P. Franke, Chaplain, 
United States Air Force.                                         Page H6345 

Flood Insurance Reform and Modernization 
Act—Motion to go to Conference: The House dis-
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to H.R. 
3121, to restore the financial solvency of the national 
flood insurance program and to provide for such pro-
gram to make available multiperil coverage for dam-
age resulting from windstorms and floods, and 
agreed to a conference.                 Pages H6355–63, H6377–78 

Agreed to the Neugebauer motion to instruct con-
ferees on the bill by a yea-and-nay vote of 385 yeas 
to 26 nays, Roll No. 485.                                     Page H6377 

Later, the Chair appointed the following Members 
of the House to the conference committee on the 
bill: from the Committee on Financial Services, for 
consideration of the House bill and the Senate 
amendment, and modifications committed to con-
ference: Representatives Frank (MA), Kanjorski, Wa-
ters, Watt, Clay, Klein (FL), Mahoney (FL), Bachus, 
Biggert, Capito, Garrett (NJ), and Price (GA). 
                                                                                            Page H6378 

From the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for consideration of sec. 302 of the Senate amend-
ment, and modifications committed to conference: 
Representatives Dingell, Boucher, and Barton (TX). 
                                                                                            Page H6378 

From the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, for consideration of secs. 7 and 22 of the 
House bill, and secs. 107, 119, and 301 of the Sen-
ate amendment, and modifications committed to 
conference: Representatives Eddie Bernice Johnson 
(TX), Braley (IA), and Graves.                            Page H6378 

For consideration of secs. 7 and 35 of the House 
bill, and sec. 128 of the Senate amendment, and 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:17 Jul 11, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\CR\FM\D10JY8.REC D10JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

69
 w

ith
 D

IG
E

S
T



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGESTD868 July 10, 2008 

modifications committed to conference: Representa-
tive Taylor.                                                                    Page H6378 

Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route 
National Historic Trail Designation Act: The 
House passed H.R. 1286, to amend the National 
Trails System Act to designate the Washington-Ro-
chambeau Revolutionary Route National Historic 
Trail, by a recorded vote of 345 ayes to 69 noes, 
Roll No. 484.                                   Pages H6349–55, H6363–77 

A point of order was sustained against the first 
Fallin motion to recommit the bill to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources with instructions to re-
port the same back to the House promptly with an 
amendment.                                                          Pages H6374–75 

Rejected the second Fallin motion to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on Natural Resources 
with instructions to report the same back to the 
House promptly with an amendment, by a yea-and- 
nay vote of 202 yeas to 211 nays, Roll No. 483. 
                                                                                    Pages H6375–76 

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the Committee 
on Natural Resources now printed in the bill, modi-
fied by the amendment printed in part A of H. 
Rept. 110–744, shall be considered an original bill 
for the purpose of amendment under the five-minute 
rule.                                                                                   Page H6371 

Accepted: 
Bishop (UT) amendment (No. 1 printed in part B 

of H. Rept. 110–744) that amends the language in 
the bill prohibiting the use of eminent domain by 
the Federal government to specifically prohibit the 
Federal government from acquiring, for the trail, 
from State or local governments, land acquired by a 
State or local government through its own use of 
eminent domain and                                         Pages H6371–72 

Pearce amendment (No. 2 printed in part B of H. 
Rept. 110–744) that requires the Secretary to com-
plete and submit to Congress a report on the energy 
resources included in the Washington-Rochambeau 
Revolutionary Route National Historic Trail (by a 
recorded vote of 424 ayes with none voting ‘‘no’’, 
Roll No. 482).                                                     Pages H6372–73 

Agreed that the Clerk be authorized to make 
technical and conforming changes to reflect the ac-
tions of the House.                                                    Page H6378 

H. Res. 1317, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to by a yea-and-nay vote of 
224 yeas to 182 nays, Roll No. 481, after agreeing 
to order the previous question by a yea-and-nay vote 
of 226 yeas to 185 nays, Roll No. 480. 
                                                                                    Pages H6363–64 

Order of Procedure: The House agreed by unani-
mous consent that the motions to suspend the rules 
relating to the following measures be considered as 

adopted in the form considered by the House on 
Wednesday, July 9th: 

Celebrating the 25th anniversary of the first 
American woman in space, Dr. Sally K. Ride, and 
honoring her contributions to the space program 
and to science education: H. Res. 1313, to celebrate 
the 25th anniversary of the first American woman in 
space, Dr. Sally K. Ride, and to honor her contribu-
tions to the space program and to science education 
and 

Commemorating the 50th Anniversary of the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration: 
H. Res. 1315, to commemorate the 50th Anniver-
sary of the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration. 
Providing for certain Federal employee benefits 
to be continued for certain employees of the 
Senate Restaurants after operations of the Senate 
Restaurants are contracted to be performed by a 
private business concern: The House passed by 
unanimous consent S. 2967, to provide for certain 
Federal employee benefits to be continued for certain 
employees of the Senate Restaurants after operations 
of the Senate Restaurants are contracted to be per-
formed by a private business concern—clearing the 
measure for the President.                             Pages H6378–80 

Honoring the life of Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., 
distinguished former Senator from North Caro-
lina: The House agreed to discharge from committee 
and agree to H. Res. 1325, to honor the life of Jesse 
Alexander Helms, Jr., distinguished former Senator 
from North Carolina.                                               Page H6380 

Meeting Hour: Agreed that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. on 
Monday, July 14th for morning hour debate. 
                                                                            Pages H6383, H6403 

Calendar Wednesday: Agreed to dispense with the 
Calendar Wednesday business of Wednesday, July 
16th.                                                                                 Page H6384 

Privileged Resolution—Intent to Offer: Rep-
resentative Kucinich announced his intent to offer a 
privileged resolution.                                        Pages H6384–86 

Supplemental Report: Agreed that the Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence be permitted to 
file a supplemental report on H.R. 5959, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2009 for intel-
ligence and intelligence-related activities of the 
United States Government, the Community Manage-
ment Account, and the Central Intelligence Agency 
Retirement and Disability System.                   Page H6387 

Quorum Calls—Votes: Four yea-and-nay votes and 
two recorded votes developed during the proceedings 
of today and appear on pages H6363–64, H6364, 
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H6373, H6376, H6376–77 and H6377. There were 
no quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 7:52 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
COMMODITY EXCHANGE ACT 
AMENDMENTS 
Committee on Agriculture: Continued hearings to re-
view legislation amending the Commodity Exchange 
Act. Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

Hearings continue tomorrow. 

CFTC 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Admin-
istration, and Related Agencies held a hearing on the 
CFTC. Testimony was heard from Walter L. Lukken, 
Acting Chairman, CFTC; and public witnesses. 

ELECTROMAGNETIC PULSE ATTACK 
THREAT 
Committee on Armed Services: Held a hearing on threat 
posed by Electromagnetic Pulse Attack. Testimony 
was heard from William R. Graham, Chair, Com-
mission to Assess the Threat to the United States 
from Electromagnetic Pulse Attack. 

AIR FORCE AERIAL REFUELING TANKER 
REPLACEMENT 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Air and 
Land Forces held a hearing on the source selection 
and path forward regarding the Air Force KC–(X) 
Program. Testimony was heard from the following 
officials of the GAO: Daniel Gordon, Deputy Gen-
eral Counsel; and Michael Golden, Managing Asso-
ciate General Counsel, Procurement Law Division; 
and John J. Young, Jr., Under Secretary, Acquisi-
tion, Technology and Logistics, Department of De-
fense. 

PRISONER OF WAR/MISSING PERSONNEL 
ACTIVITIES 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Mili-
tary Personnel held an oversight and status hearing 
of POW–MIA activities. Testimony was heard from 
.the following officials of the Department of Defense: 
RADM Donna L. Crisp, USN, Commander, Joint 
POW/MIA Accounting Command; and Charles A. 
Ray, Deputy Assistant Secretary, POW/Missing Per-
sonnel Affairs. 

CARBON CAPTURE AND STORAGE EARLY 
DEPLOYMENT ACT 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Energy and Air Quality held a hearing on H.R. 

6258, Carbon Capture and Storage Early Deploy-
ment Act. Testimony was heard from James Y. Kerr 
II, Commissioner, Utilities Commission, State of 
North Carolina; and public witnesses. 

FINANCIAL MARKETS 
Committee on Financial Services: Held a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘Systemic Risk and the Financial Markets.’’ Tes-
timony was heard from Henry M. Paulson, Jr., Sec-
retary of the Treasury; and Ben S. Bernanke, Chair-
man, Board of Governors, Federal Reserve System. 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT POLITICIZATION 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Com-
mercial and Administrative Law held a hearing on 
the Politicization of the Justice Department and Al-
legations of Selective Prosecution. Karl Rove, former 
White House Deputy Chief of Staff, refused to ap-
pear to answer questions in accordance with his obli-
gations under the subpoena served on him on May 
22, 2008, based on claims of Executive Privilege. 

The Chair ruled that those claims are not legally 
valid and that Mr. Rove is required pursuant to the 
subpoena to be present at this hearing and to answer 
questions or to assert privilege with respect to spe-
cific questions. 

IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT 
AMENDMENTS; PRIVATE RELIEF MEASURES 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Immi-
gration, Citizenship, Refugees, Border Security, and 
International Law approved for full Committee ac-
tion H.R. 6034, To amend the Immigration and 
Nationality Act to provide for relief to surviving 
spouses and children. 

The Subcommittee also approved private relief 
measures. 

GLOBAL BIRD POPULATION DECLINE 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Oceans held an oversight 
hearing entitled ‘‘Going, Going, Gone? An Assess-
ment of the Global Decline in Bird Populations.’’ 
Testimony was heard from Paul R. Schmidt, Assist-
ant Director, Migratory Birds and State Programs, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior; David Erickson, Assistant Director, Depart-
ment of Conservation, State of Missouri; and public 
witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests and Public Lands held a hearing 
on the following bills: H.R. 160, Revolutionary War 
and War of 1812 Battlefield Protection Act; H.R. 
1847, National Trails System Willing Seller Act; 
H.R. 2933, Civil War Battlefield Preservation Act of 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:17 Jul 11, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\CR\FM\D10JY8.REC D10JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

69
 w

ith
 D

IG
E

S
T



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGESTD870 July 10, 2008 

2007; H.R. 3299, To provide for a boundary adjust-
ment and land conveyance involving Roosevelt Na-
tional Forest, Colorado, to correct the effects of an 
erroneous land survey that resulted in approximately 
7 acres of the Crystal Lakes Subdivision, Ninth Fil-
ing, encroaching on National Forest System land; 
H.R. 3336, Camp Hale Historic District Study Act; 
H.R. 3849, Box Elder Utah Land Conveyance Act; 
H.R. 5263, Forest Landscape Restoration Act; H.R. 
5751, Walnut Canyon Study Act of 2008; and H.R. 
6177, Rio Grande Wild and Scenic River Extension 
Act of 2008. Testimony was heard from Representa-
tives Pastor, Rodriguez, Gary G. Miller of California, 
and Musgrave; Sally Collins, Associate Chief, Forest 
Service, USDA; Stephen E. Whitesell, Associate Di-
rector, Park Planing, Facilities, and Lands, National 
Park Service, Department of the Interior; former 
Representative J. Alex McMillan III, of North Caro-
lina; and public witnesses. 

THRIFT SAVINGS PLAN/MINORITY 
OPPORTUNITIES 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Sub-
committee on Federal Workforce, Postal Service, and 
the District of Columbia held a hearing on Investing 
in the Future: Minority Opportunities and the TSP. 
Testimony was heard from Gregory T. Long, Execu-
tive Director, Federal Retirement Thrift Investment 
Board; and public witnesses. 

REDUCING CENSUS 2010 UNDERCOUNT 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Sub-
committee on Information Policy, Census, and Na-
tional Archives held a hearing on 2010 Census: 
Using the Communication Campaign to Effectively 
Reduce the Undercount. Testimony was heard from 
Stephen H. Murdock, Director, Bureau of the Cen-
sus, Department of Commerce; and public witnesses. 

COASTLINES’ HARMFUL ALGAL BLOOMS 
Committee on Science and Technology: Subcommittee on 
Energy and Environment held a hearing on Harmful 
Algal Blooms: The Challenges on the Nation’s 
Coastlines. Testimony was heard from Robert 
Magnien, Director, Center for Sponsored Coastal 
Ocean Research, NOAA, Department of Commerce; 
Dan Ayres, Coastal Shellfish Manager and Lead Biol-
ogist, Department of Fish and Wildlife Region Six 
Office, State of Washington; and public witnesses. 

GREEN TECHNOLOGIES SPURRING 
ECONOMIC GROWTH 
Committee on Small Business: Held a hearing on the 
Role of Green Technologies in Spurring Economic 
Growth. Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

VETERAN INDEPENDENT LIVING 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on Eco-
nomic Opportunity held a hearing on Independent 
Living. Testimony was heard from Ruth Fanning, 
Director, Vocational Rehabilitation and Employment 
Service, Veterans Benefits Administration, Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs; representatives of veterans 
organizations; and public witnesses. 

VETERANS HEALTH MEASURES 
Committee on Veterans Affairs: Subcommittee on 
Health approved for full Committee action the fol-
lowing bills: H.R. 1527, amended, Rural Veterans 
Access to Care Act; H.R. 6114, Simplifying and Up-
dating National Standards to Encourage Testing of 
the Human Immunodeficiency Virus of 2008; H.R. 
6122, Veterans Pain Care Act of 2008; H.R. 6366, 
Veterans Revenue Enhancement Act of 2008; H.R. 
6439, Mental Health for Heroes’ Families Act of 
2008; and H.R. 6445, To amend title 38, United 
States Code, to prohibit the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs from collecting certain copayments from vet-
erans who are catastrophically disabled. 

BRIEFING—IC HUMINT 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence: Sub-
committee on Terrorism, Human Intelligence, Anal-
ysis and Counterintelligence met in executive session 
to receive a briefing on IC HUMINT. The Sub-
committee was briefed by departmental witnesses. 

EXTREME WEATHER—GLOBAL WARMING 
EFFECTS 
Select Committee on Energy Independence and Global 
Warming: Held a hearing entitled ‘‘Global Warming 
Effects on Extreme Weather.’’ Testimony was heard 
from Angela Licata, Deputy Commissioner, Bureau 
of Environmental Planning and Analysis, New York 
City; and public witnesses. 

Joint Meetings 
RETIREMENT SECURITY 
Joint Economic Committee: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine public pension plans, focusing on 
the need to strengthen retirement security and eco-
nomic growth, after receiving testimony from Bar-
bara D. Bovbjerg, Director, Education, Workforce, 
and Income Security, Government Accountability 
Office; William Pryor, Los Angeles County Employ-
ees Retirement Association Board of Investments, 
Pasadena, California, on behalf of the National Con-
ference on Public Employee Retirement Systems; 
Sherrill Neff, Quaker BioVentures, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania; and Christian E. Weller, University of 
Massachusetts Boston, on behalf of the Center for 
American Progress. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:17 Jul 11, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00007 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\CR\FM\D10JY8.REC D10JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

69
 w

ith
 D

IG
E

S
T



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST D871 July 10, 2008 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR FRIDAY, 
JULY 11, 2008 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 

No meetings/hearings scheduled. 

House 
Committee on Agriculture, to continue hearings to review 

legislation amending the Commodity Exchange Act, 10 
a.m., 1300 Longworth. 

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Sub-
committee on Economic Development, Public Buildings, 
and Emergency Management, hearing on GSA’s Capital 
Investment Program: Fiscal Year 2009, 10 a.m., 2167 
Rayburn. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

3:30 p.m., Friday, July 11 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Friday: Senate will continue consideration 
of H.R. 3221, Foreclosure Prevention Act, and vote on 
the motion to disagree to the amendment of the House 
adding a new title and inserting a new section to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill at approximately 
5:20 p.m.; following which, Senate will continue consid-
eration of the motion to proceed to consideration of S. 
2731, Tom Lantos And Henry J. Hyde United States 
Global Leadership Against HIV/Aids, Tuberculosis, And 
Malaria Reauthorization Act, and vote on the motion to 
invoke cloture. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

12:30 p.m., Monday, July 14 

House Chamber 

Program for Monday: To be announced. 
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